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private: e1 ployers,, wite are: in. busi-- 
to earn profits, and not as philan- 


Shred is, ip tanentey 4 per featit or 
cent. who. seem to think they have 


kept. I do not make that charge 
t. the general body of soldiers, but 
e all know there is a small percentage 
who take. that view, and they are not 
che sort’ of men that private employers 
olerate. Many of the soldier offi- 
n the Department have not treated 
fellow diggers and their dependants 
they ought to be treated. However, 
Government have an opportunity to 
: \\ ae this: oa of ae rig m a 





ried Dealer sis for vested in- 
rests. Three years ago, for instance, 

iS) suggested — in this) House that 
overnment ought to consider the 
ioe: ) a manufacturing complete 
va Australia ; and it was a good 
oe on, fyeenee ane motor industry 
“scratched.’’ We 
WV importing motors wholesale, and 
ade is one which will not retro- 
Manis; Bae. will extend largely. There 
are men here who could be taught to 


aia training hecaitse there are no places 1 to 


Minos \ 


Sealy Gon. are ‘ * dropped a The money 
spent on vocational’ training, and on 
ee: a sustenance of two guineas — 

| an some cases, © eighteen 


re ae the. men in Govetataat se.Biot 
a. ee a great dling as. I'say, 
se At the 
as being charged with harping on 
string, T again suggest that the Go- 
me iment are afraid to.take this step. be- 

e it would infringe’.on the vested 
of those already in the industry. 
ffords: ‘no reason for inaction, In 
se, private 
; not endeavouring is exploit 
ans ere when’ the: 


sts. We must not forget that a 
“gion of the? men are SEsogr st 


alk they ought. to do, and expect 


build complete motors at the expense of | 
the: yey tonian and the cost oe not 
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Tariff was before Parliament, the im- 

position of a duty on chassis and engines 
was suggested in order to encourage 
their manufacture in Australia, but 
both employers and employees were 
against. the idea. Members of the — 
Labour party were entreated not to 

‘place. those articles on the duty list. 
on the ground that it would be a long 


while before we could manufacture engines _ 


and chassis here, and that if we were to’ 
impose duties upon those parts we would 
Icse the work of bodymaking. 1 will not 
believe that Australian skilled labour can- 
not manufacture motor engines. 1 will’ 


not. believe that work of that nature is _ 


too intricate for Australians... It is not 
fair to ask private enterprise to lose money 
in establishing an industry of this nature, 
‘but here is an instance where the Govern- 
ment could have entered the field. If 
they were to speculate even as much — 
as £1,000,000 the outlay would be well 
worth while. Let us look also at the wool 
industry. Wedo not produce one twelfth 
of the woollen materials required in Aus- 


tralia, outside of the manufacture of. 
blankets. The Government might well 
have said, ‘‘ We will give men vocational 


training and take them right through the 
industry from start to finish, If we lose 
£3,000,000 in establishing an industry 
which: will furnish Australia with a sub- 
stantial portion, at any rate, of its woollen 
material requirements, the money will 
have been well spent.’? The Government, 
however, prefer to go on sinking money 
in the payment of sustenance allowances, 
most. of which money~is lost. I am pleased 
that, something practical is being under- . 
taken at last, even though the motor in- 
dustry’ and the manufacture of woollen 
materials have not been touched. Until 
we manufacture the greater portion of our — 
home requirements we will never be able 
to purchase goods at reasonable prices. It — 
may be ‘objected that the Government 
have no constitutional right to enter upon 
the manufacture of commodities for gene- 
ral use, but I am certain that no High 
Court Judge would dare to interpret the 
Constitution in such a manner as to pro- 
hibit the Government from providing vo- 
cational training for a large body of re- 
turned men in the establishment of (the 
woollen manufacturing industry. 3 
I do not want to set town aie coun- 


try or to seek to: make political capital, 
but the honorable’ member for Wannon 


(Mr. Rodgers) has been complaining that _ 








aya | 


he has chosen. 
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only £650 has been oe to a man ee 
is establishing himself in the country, for 
the purchase, of necessary stock, ma- 
chinery, and a home. What about the 
thousands of men in the cities and towns 
who can get nothing lke £650 to give 
them a start? Of course, I do not know 
how much stock a man could get out of 
the £650, but when to that loan is added 
the sum of £2 ,000 for the purchase of 
land the total constitutes a heavy en- 
cumbrance, and aS much as any man can 
stand, especially when he is aware that he 
has paid the very top price for the land 
The trouble in placing re- 
turned men on the land is that Australia 
does not gain more farmers thereby. For 


every new man established it is generally 


the case that some experienced and long- 
established farmer retires. . That is no 
good to Australia. The honorable mem- 
ber for Wannon says there has been no 
boom in connexion with the sale of 


country land. There have certainly been. 





inflated values for sometime. While men 
in the country have been receiving up to 


£2,650, there are many others, in the- 


country and in the towns as well, who 
have secured nothing as yet. Some of the 


land secured by the Victorian Govern-: 


ment under the compulsory purchase sys- 


tem would not carry a cow to fifty acres, 


yet returned men have been handicapped 
with blocks of that character. I do not 
know, therefore, that they are in any 
better case than others who, although 
they have had equal-claims to assistance, 
have so far received nothing. 
Activities in regard to war service homes 
have been so far fairly successful. 
officials selected by the Government to 
conduct that branch are able and well- 
meaning men. They have had to meet 
many obstacles and have had to fight 
Trusts as well. Just as certain individual 
returned men have had the good fortune 
to secure advantages while others equally 
entitled have received none, so have in- 
dividual districts gained advantages while 


other equally worthy districts have had-. 


no help under the war service homes 
scheme. I point out the peculiar posi- 


- tion in which returned soldiers in Port 


Melbourne find themselves. That dis- 
trict sent as many men to the war in pro- 


iit portion to population as any other part 
of Australia. 


Yet there has not been a 
home built in Port Melbourne under the 
war service homes scheme. The amount 
_ fixed for homes perce was £700, an 
| Mr. Mathews. 


: 


‘from the cricket. ground to the 


been taking a nice 


_ Melbourne have been doing their 


‘The . 



























‘Giore) navel Ay arg’ 
the extension of that sum. 
say that if the amount of is loa 
creased to £800 a soldier’s wag 
have to be increased in order to b 
adiled burden. The amount of | 
about as much as a returned man 
ing in a factory in my district 
shoulder. In Port: Melbourne there. 
large area of vacant land, str 


is known as Fishermen’s Bend. / 
years the Victorian Government 
sum O oh ti 
amounting to hundreds of thousa: 
port by way of - er from 


per acre. 
possible for a Port Wenoneel aol 
secure a cope under the neti 
£850. Tatereetea local bodies 
to secure the opening up of this a: 
war service homes, and in this con se 
I might say that T have found myself i 
a peculiar position. The loca] — c 
of the Returned Soldiers Association 
unfortunately a somewhat Conservat: 
body, while the municipal council 

majority of Labour me 
sirous of doing their bes for the re 


have Telueane taken _ the War 
Homes Department to. task. 


tion of having to defend: this 
ment, and stand up for the war se 
homes officials, because I know that ‘ 
latter have done their best in. the cireur 
stances. We have cae epee a red cti 


enough Ne Genie a ‘returned — ge . 
secure land in the district. | We rece 
pave the ied Minister concer | 


do Bo but even so ak ipod 3 oe 
to reduce the minimum fronta 8 


! fe be 
CS his + 4d 


n itted. 
/mu st, t live close to the factories 
aney cannot ee a 


1 Ae 
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Cunice It is not. oe too veh 
the State Government to sell the land 
500° per acre. 

r. Poynron.—Is it saitable for the 
Iding of homes? — | 
| MATHEWS. —Most of i cer- 
rust require ‘the land ae a new dock 
some fifty years hence? — 


h 


Mr. ole ieee A —That Byes be so. 


vide 


all ber acre ; 


D earice Homes Department, and it 
ne for me to Pe the interested 


horities are not to blame. My Se 
against the State Government for ask- 
‘so much for their land. I-hope that 
ator Millen will approach the Hon. 
of nald Mackinnon, the Assistant State 
i inister, so that the returned soldiers of 
fe may have the oppor- 
ity of securing homes for themselves. 
‘ “i insurance regulation is a disgrace 
to ih Wily a. 
poy} is ae to one company. I do 
‘ t u I realize that if an 
+a ne meme risk is taken the company can 
of it by re- agate somewhere 
_ initial risk aks the most 
We any rate, I do not think 
insurance uae ‘should be ok 


ea no aod to say against the fit 
| of the firm of architects appointed 
he Commonwealth Bank to supervise 
onstruction of isolated homes, but 


ee and that the plans must be 
over and over again. There yeaa 


ae pa ish Arun, 1920.) 


cage men in Pe 
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to i some Pavestieatianl into, this: nat 
ter. It is the soldier who is called upon 
to pay. © Of course, I admit that one iso- 
lated house cannot be built as cheaply as 
one of a group of a dozen or fifty, and 
that a fair percentage must be allowed in 
a comprehensive system of building iso- — 
latéd houses. eae 

Mr. Poynron.—The Commonwealth 
Bank is building no more houses. The 
work has beén taken from it. 

Mr. MATHEWS. — I did not kno | 
that such was the case, and I am pleased | 
to hear it. I compliment the Minister 
and the officials in charge of war service 
homes for the good work they have done. 

Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Bill zead a second time.. 

In Committee: 

Clauses 1 to 6 agreed to.. 

Progress reported. 


PAPER. J 


The following paper was presented :— 
Papua Act—Infirm and Destitute Natives — 
Account—Statement of the Transactions 
of the Nai bire 1918- in Nae 
ADJ OURN MENT. 


JOSEPH COOK (Parsamatta— 


Sir 
Minister for the Navy) [10.22] i 
move— . 


That the House do now adjourn. 


I will be glad if. honorable members ill 


make an endeavour to pass the Austra- 
lian Soldiers Repatriation Bull ee 
the Committee stage to-morrow. : 

‘Mr. TUDOR (Yarra) [10.23].—I was 
surprised, as also was the Minister, when 
the second reading of the. Australian Sol- 
diers Repatriation Bill went through so— 
easily, because I know that several hon- 
orable members had intended to speak. 
I presume that now they will take the 
opportunity of doing so in the Commit- 
tee stage, but I can assure the Minister 
for the Navy that there will be no ob- — 
struction to the Bill, which we are all 
anxious to make as ‘eood a measure as 
possible for the benefit of the soldiers. 
Honorable members will avail themselves _ 
of the opportunity to give full considera- 
tion to the most important clauses in 
Committee, but I think the Minister can 
have that stage of the Bill completed to- 
morrow. — 

Question resolved in the adie 3 

House adjourned at 10.25 p.m. 
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Senate. 
Friday, 16 April, 1920.’ 


The Preswornt (Senator the Hon. T. 
Givens) took the chair at 11 a.m., and 
read prayers. 


DEFENCE DEPARTMENT. 


CrentrraL ADMINISTRATION. 


Senator GARDINER.—I ask the Min- 
ister for Defence whether his attention 
has been called to the utterances of an 
ex-member of another place with regard 
to the condition of affairs in the Defence 
Department. Mr. Kelly, who, “at the 
outbreak of the war, was a Common- 
wealth Minister, is reported in the fol- 
lowing way :— 


Mr. Kelly, proceeding, said that it was time 
a determined effort. was made to break the 
small military clique that was preventing the 
utilization of the best brains produced by the 
war. Dug-outs were a. feature of the fighting 
fronts, he said, but they did not want another 
sort of dug-out just now in the Central Defence 
administration. There had always been cliques 
at Head-Quarters directed against ability. 
When theswar broke out General Bridges was 
the man marked out by ability and _ office. for 
the command of the Australian Army, “ Yet’ 
went on Mr. Kelly, “I found him accidentally 


in Brisbane on the Saturday before war broke ' 


out, under orders to proceed to Port Darwin 
of” a trivial mission. I took it on myself to 
order him to return to Melbourne, and 
acquainted my colleague, the Minister for De- 
fence, of my action. But for that accidental 
meeting,” concluded Mr. Kelly, “the man who 
afterwards organized our glorious First Divi- 
sion, which get the standard that enabled the 
five +6 make Australia famous would have pee 
side-tracked at the very outset of the war. 


The question I base on that is this: Is it 
a fact that there was then, and there still 
is in the central Defence Office, a clique, 
the members of which are evidently out 
to prevent ability being utilized by the 
Department? If so, what steps will the 
Minister take to have the members of 
that clique rooted out from their dug- 
outs ? 


Senator PEARCE.—The clique re- 
ferred to, if there is a clique, must be the 
Military, Board, and under the new. ap- 
pointments recently made every member 
of it was on active service during the war. 
The Government charged with the direc- 
tion of affairs connected with the war and 
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of.-a rainfall stimulation station in a dis 


j ‘ Pent Us tire Die 


































Mr. ally, was a yey s, MG 
Bridges, of whom he ‘speaks, was a 
ber re the 2 aa en, andl 3 had | 


ment scent oY Sensins pes is 
of those loose, inaccurate stat 
which were common during the wé 
made by those who desired to earn a | 
cheap Poy by path: Fe of: 


-RAINMAKING eXPREIENTS a 
‘ 


Sennrar BUZACOTT . (for. Kee ‘atte 
FATRBAIRN) asked the Minister gas 
ing the Treasurer— _ 


1. Is he-aware whether experiments id é 
with those being conducted by Mr. Balsillie « 
Hopetoun have been in progress in England, 
the United States, and°South Africa for twe 
vears with negative results? 


2. Is he aware whether there are official ip / 
cords available at the Meteorological Depart- 
ment which entirely disprove that the ramfal 
in the Hopetoun district has been inerease 
these experiments? wa 

3. If so, will he take immediate steps to te 
inmate further useless expense in this.) 
tion? ' 


Senator PEARCE. —The core 1 
pled are— aa 


1. No. I understand such is not . ‘hela 
and would be glad if the honorable sena 
would furnish the dates and localities of su 
experiments. It may be, the honorable Senat 


cation by means of kites of the pressure, 
perature, and moisture of the Upper f 
sphere. 


The fact that patents have been. rant 
most civilized countries to Mr. Balsill 
evidence that his process is not ae 
those referred to. 


2 and 3. No; but further inquiry w 
made. Any rainfall data mentioned © Hi 
Balsillie in his reports is taken from 
official rainfall bulletins supplied to ‘hi 
the Meteorological Bureau, and at no time has 
he submitted amy rainfall figures based on o 
servations at his own stations. The operati 


has apparently, in every instance, come 
with a more than average amount of rai 
in that district for the period of working. — 
ereased rainfall is of such vital importance 
Australia generally that it has been decided 
continue for a time the operation ‘of se 

existing stations. ‘ 


War Gratuity 


















ay CONTROL, OF PARLIAMENTARY 
fies OFFICERS. — 


“Whether the ‘a a a yet received a 


ay ‘Senate advocating that the officers and messen- 
| ‘of the Senate should be placed under. the 
control of the Public Service Commissioner? 


Senator PEARCE. —The answer is 
a?! 
me ‘LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


id - Motion (by Senator Garptner) agreed 
yh aia 
Phat thro ie ae leave of absence hie granted 
i to Eaeetaied > abbas on the ground of ill- 


health. 
i “WAR GRATUITY BILL. , 


mi Mae Committee (Consideration resumed 
eons 15th April, vide page 1215): 
Clause 2. agreed to. 

bs Cong one 


‘ @) a Beaver of the Naval Forces (other 
| than a member of the Auxiliary Ser- 
-viee), who, as a member oF the 
‘Naval Forces, served in a sea-going 
ap after the fourth day of August, 
One thousand: nine hundred and four- 
teen, and before the eleventh day of 
November, One thousand nine hun- 
dred and cighteen. 
x) a member of the Naval Forces (other 
_. than a member | of the Auxiliary 
_ Service), who did not serve in a 
ty ‘sea-going ship between the fourth 
* day of August, One thousand nine 
* hundred and fourteen, , and the 
eleventh ‘day of November, One 
thousand nine hundred and eigh- 
teen; 
© a oer of the Military Forces 
o— 
(i) embarked from Australia on or 
before the tenth day of 
‘November, One thousand 
nine hundred and eighteen, 
for service oversea, or | 
4 > ii) did not. embark from Aus- 
- embarked from Australia 
Seay sit after the tenth day of No- 
yo vember, One “thousand nine 
Bri if hundred and 


oy hee. ge ale ae 

3 isesatae GARDINER (N ew Souk 

ae Wales, [11.8].—This is one of the clauses 
| on which I wish to test the opinion of 

Pr the: Committee. In order that the Min- 
_ ister for Defence (Senator Pearce) 


eighteen, for 








: 2a 






fe hee 1920. Hm 


nat 
ie. “Senator THOMAS asked the Minister 
resenting the Prime Minister, upon 


Me venta pation, from the President of the 


tralia for service oversea, or — 


sacorstantl that I have no wish 


eee Sa 


to. delay the passage of the Bill I may 


inform him that, in submitting amend- 
‘ments, I shall do s0 by stating clearly 


what T desire should be done, and then, 
as we had a fairly gcod second- ‘reading de- 


bate, I shall not unnecessarily prolong my 
-yemarks in Committee. 


I move— 


‘That the House of Representatives be re-- 
quested to amend the clause by leaving out. 
the words (‘‘other than a member of the 
Auxiliary Service”), lines 8-5 


It bad been my intention to submit an’ 
amendment with a similar purpose on 
clause 2. If the amendment is agreed 
to the effect will be to imelude in the 
payment of the gratuity a number of 
persons who were engaged in such work 
as mine-sweeping and other services, and 
will bring within the scope of the 
Bill the members of the Royal Aus- 
tralian Naval Brigade. I want to 
put before the Committee as a distinct 
issue the inclusion in this Bill of the 
members of that brigade. My claim. is 


that those men volunteered and enlisted, 


so far as the Government was concerned, 
because they were called up for service, 

and were available for service, and are 

therefore as justly entitled to the gratuity 
as are men who-enlisted, went into camp, 
and never left camp. It is true that “the 
Government have drawn a line leaving 
out the members of the Royal Australian 
Naval Brigade, but this is the first op- 
portunity honorable senators have had of 
considering the matter, and I want them 
to draw such a line as will include these 
men, When men who went into camp 
for two months, and never left camp are 
to get a gratuity of 1s..per day, how in. 
the name of justice can we leave out men 
who were called up and used for local 
service, who were at the disposal of the 
Government throughout the war, and who 
not only volunteered, but clamoured to be 
sent abroad? J ask that the Committee 
shall draw the line in such a way that 
these men will be placed in the same posi-- 
tion as other's who are included, but who 
are less deserving, because they rendered 
less service. If any good reason can be 
given why the members of the Royal Aus- 
alan Naval Brigade should be omitted 
from this Bill, whilst men who went into 


‘camp and never left it, are included, I 


shall be willing to withdraw my amend- 
ment. I submit it purely with a desire 
to do justice to a not very numerous sec- 
tion of men. I am credibly informed 


- 
' 
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that the additional amount of Set cine 
that would be involved by their inclusion 
in the measure would not amount to more 
than £150,000. i 

Senator Prarren.—Does the honorable 
senator know the number of men who 
would be affected by his amendment? 

Senator GARDINER.—No; I have~ 
not had time to go into the fioures, but 
the Minister may be able to supply that 
information. : 

Senator oie The honorable senator 
_ desires that they should be brought under 
thé 1s. per day rate. 

Senator GARDINER.—Yes; that they 
should be treated in the same way as men 
who went into camp and never left Aus- 
“tralia are treated by the Bill: One of 
the chief duties of Parliament is to so 
frame its legislation that the balance 
shall be held evenly between all sections 
of the community. The number of the 
men for whom I plead.is so small, and 
‘their claim is so good, that I do ask hon- 

_orable senators not to treat this proposal 
-ag one in connexion with which the Go- 
vernment have drawn a line that must 
be adhered to, but to deal with if on its 
erie He the justice of the claim ap- 
pegls to honorable senators I ask them 
to agree to the amendment. 

Senator Baxnar .—Does the paragraph 
in this morning’s Age represent the com- 
plete claims of the Naval Brigade men ? 

Senator GARDINER. aia honorable 
senator should know that I never read 
the newspapers. I have merely endea- 
voured to stress the claims of a very de- 
serving section. I do not intend to pro- 
long this debate, but I shall be pleased to 
hear any reasons which can ‘be advanced 
for opposition to the course. of action 
which I have suggested. If the matter 
were left ta my. judgment. I would prefer 
to exclude from. -participation in the 


gratuity those men who were in our Aus= 


tralian Imperial. Force camps and who did 


‘not go to the Front, rather than the mem- 


bers of the Naval Brigade who were en- 
gaged upon home service for some months. 
I hove that the Committee will arrive at 
-a just decision upon the merits of the 
case. 
Senator PEARCE BWasiecn Aveta lhe 
Minister for Defence) [11.18].—I wel- 
come Senator Gardiner’s assurance that 
he does not intend to submit any amend- 
ment except for the purpose of testing the 
feeling of the Committee, and that he will 
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do ae that ie can to i 
I propose, ‘theref 
as brief as possible in replyin; 
marks, In the first place iy 

out that there is a very great 
in the way’ of adopting his proposal. 
honorable senator mt ee | tha , 


service, and stop there. — 
we cannot logically do so. Tt is tr 
was a statutory obligation unde 
these men could have been sen’ 
active service overseas. But the G 
ment did not send them. 
Senator GuTHRIE. ~The Gov 
prevented them from going. — 
Senator PEARCE. ogi ‘Tha is 
only point of similarity between the 
thé members ‘of the Australian. Imy 
Force who were in camp. Every mai ‘ 
the Australian Imperial Force en ibd 
with the intention of offering his ife. fe 
necessary, in defence of his countr > ove 
seas. 
Senator Buzacorr ise: did 
of the Naval Brigade. Mis rae 
Senator PEARCE.—So ‘lech dia thou 
sands of other persons who were not 
lowed to proceed to the Front becaus 
their medical unfitness. But the m 
of the Australian Imperial Force n i 
offered themselves for service abroac 
were accepted by the Government 
Senator Buzacort. —Some of the 


copied for service abroad. =f 
Senator PEARCE,—If ee 
cepted and passed into the Australi 
perial Force they will get the gr. 
But if we adopt Senator Gardiner 
posal we cannot logically stop at the 
Brigade. We must also include ou 
rison soldiers. ? ; 


practically every one of. them volunte 1 
Having been granted permission to vo. 7 
teer, their names were put down upot 
list from which men were subsec 
drawn as the occasion demanded. — 
the ss dedennibile. for “on ore 


gation upon them to serve ocerseas. 
‘were thus placed in actually the 
position as were the members of 
Naval Brigade. When once the 


had been registered, the Goverr 
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“| a richt to send them overseas if they 
ie » wished to do so. Consequently, if the 
a Sie ~ amendment be carried we shall not be able, 
Proeically, to stop at the members of the 
_ Naval Brigade. We shall have to include 
tile whole of our garrison forces. I doubt 
very much whether we shall be able to 
stop there, because there are thousands of 
be Or who offered to enlist, and who 
were turned down either bedause they 
were an inch too short in height or be- 
cause they could not pass the medical 
test. 


‘Senator Baxuir. es obody has con- 
tended that they are entitled to the 
per auntty: 

Senator PEARCE. According to Sena- 
_tor Gardiner’s reasoning they would have 
an equal claim to it. 


Senator Baxuarp— Could not 


% 


el 


men be sent abroad without actually en-°* 
_ listing, as members of the Naval Expedi-— 


- tionary Forces? 


- Senator PEARCE.—Yes. ‘Thousands 

_ of persons placed themselves in that posi- 
tion. The membérs of the Garrison Artil- 

~ dery did so. They wiped out the restric- 
tion that no member of the Defence 
_. Forces should be sent overseas. 


Senator Barnwrs.—Would a member 
a - of the Garrison Artillery who had enh- 
listed three times, and who had been ac- 
By. i8: cepted for service abroad, be entitled to 
the gratuity 

_ ~~ ~Senator PEARCE.—Yes.. 





" Be ~ Senator Barnes.—“Acceptance” means 
‘swearing in, I suppose? ! 
Senator PEARCE.—Yes. I. repeat 


that if we adopt Senator Gardiner’s line 
of reasoning, we must include in the Bill 
members of the Garrison Artillery. Ai 
| doubt very much whether we could even 
yf stop there. We should, I think, be 
obliged to include the men employed in 
eS cs merchant service and also munition 
: y I ask the Committee not to 











‘ - Senator BAKHAP (Padaranie} [11.25]. 
i Att cannot congratulate Senator Gardiner 
upon having elucidated the situation that 
he has conjured un in regard to the Naval 
Brigade. Whilst as a Government sup- 
rter I am anxious to draw the line 


toe me that the naval men’s Gagan should 
be a before the Committee in such 
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‘ preceding, years. 


WN : which inevitably must be drawn, it seems ® 
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a way that at least we can thoroughly 
understand it. Despite Senator Gar- 
diner’s disclaimer that he does not read 
the newspapers, I am of opinion that he 


~ is not so short of information as he would 


have us believe. © Perhaps he does not 
read some newspapers which are inimical . 
to the political party of which he is one 
of the leaders. But despite what is said 
in condemnation of our newspapers, there 
are perhaps some thirty lines in the Age 
of this morning in which the claims of 
the nayal' men are put in such a way that 
they should: receive consideration at. the 
hands of this Commitiee. The paragraph 
to which I desire to direct attention 
teads— 
Navan Mern’s CLAIMS. 


Rep eaehtatives of the Royal Australian 
Naval Brigade waited upon Senator Gardiner 
at Parliament House yesterday morning for 
the purpose of bringing under his notice cer- 
tain amendments desired by members of the 
Royal Australian Naval Brigade in connexion 
with the payment of the war gratuity. It was 
contended that in so far ag it affected the 
Naval men the words “from date of embark- 
ing in a seagoing ship ” should be deleted from 
the Gratuity Bill. It was claimed that it was 
“unfair and absolutely indefensible” that one 
man should receive, say, £130 because he per- 
formed his sea service in 1914, while a man 
who was not drafted to sea until, say, 1917, 
should receive only about £30, notwithstanding 
the fact that he was on active service for the 
The exclusion of the Royal 
Australian Naval Brigade from the operations 
of the Bill was vigorously protested against, 
because of the fact that the men had been 
ealled up by proclamation and their services 
availed of for every conceivable branch of 
naval work They had been on duty as 
cuards, signalmen, stokers, and as gunlayers 
on armed merchantmen in the war zone. 
Some of them had been torpedoed. They were 
prevented by the authorities from enlisting in” 
the Australian Imperial Force. It was con- 
sidered they should at least be paid the home 
service rate of ls. a day from the date they 
were actually called up. 


That is a very terse and able presenta- 
tion of the claims of our naval men, and 
it is for this Committee to take the re- 
sponsibility of determining whether their 


‘ease is one which should be ruled out. 


There is, I think, a material distinction 
in favour of the Naval Brigade who 
actually went into the war zone on armed 
merchant vessels, for example, as against 
the Garrison Artillery. 


Senator O’Logurin.—Now the honor- 
able senator is talking. 
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Senator BAKHAP.—The members of 
our Garrison Artillery were called up for 
the purpose of manning our Australian 
forts im order to resist any attack which 
might be made by raiding enemy cruisers 


upon our principal harbors and port. 


entrances. Although "T admit that the 
distinction is a very fine one, I do not 
think that the two casés can be regarded 
as being on the same basis. TI understand 
that the members of the Royal Australian 
Nayal Brigade could, under the provisions 
of our Defence Act, be called upon to 
perform naval service in any war zone. 

Senator Prarcr.—Any member of that 
body who went on board a sea-going ship, 
including gunlayers on merchant vessels, 
will get the gratuity. ; 

Senator BAKHAP. — Quite so. I 
‘thoroughly understand the distinction 
which the Minister has drawn so very 
ably. His contention is that unless these 
men were called up for service—tl pre-' 
sume on a warship—they will be ex- 
cluded. 

‘Senator Prarce.—Not necessarily a 
warship. If they were called up for ser- 
vice on a sea-going ship, they will be in- 
eluded. : 

Senator BAKHAP.—Even an armed 
merchantman ? | 

Senator Pzarcy—Yes. Members of 
the Naval Brigade who were placed on a 
sea-going ship for service outside our 
waters are entitled to the gratuity, and 
gun-layers are included. 

Senator BAKHAP.—Then the conten- 
tion is that members of'the Naval Brigade 
who performed only land service are to. be 
placed on a different footing, and will get | 
only 1s,.a day. . 

Senator Prarce.—No; they do not. 
Those who served on Ninh arts ships get 
the gratuity. : 

Senator BAKHAP .—Then those who 
have performed service in Australia are 
in the same position as 
Artillery, is that so? 

Senator Prarcu.—Yes. 

Senator BAKHAP.—Then this is a 
question for the Committee to decide. I 
may say that I am ealled upon to think 
on my feet, and I have come to the con- 
clusion that members of the Naval Brigade 

who were called up to perform land ser- 
vice are in no better position than were 
members of the Garrison Artillery; and 


[SERA] 


the Garrison 


- cause while this invites no onde 






























So’ T shall have vovloeiees the matter 
ing as 1b Is, if 

Senator GUTHRIE (South ee 
i! Lt. eee -—This i is a Eset that, ha re 


ais 8 “When war was ia men 
bers of the Naval Brigade were called a 
Some had to leave their employment, ani 
for four and a half years they served their 
country, in the meantime losing Pris Nios 
tion which they otherwise, w 
gained in private employment. : 
case I have in mind, the man peel 
three times for permission to go to the 
Front, but was told that his services were 
required in Australia: That being | | 
why should he, and others in his positio 
be shut out from the gratuity while m 
who went into the military Camps 1 
‘wards the end of the war are inchided 
Some of the Naval! Brigade, employed it 
‘the Intelligence Department, were sent. 
into German districts, and upon. their | 
port. a great number of Germans were in 
terned. These Germans will never for 
get, and the men who. were responsil 7 
for their internment will stand in danger, 
as long as they live. 
Gettaton Prarce.—Most of the ile 
Germans have been returned to Germany. 
Senator GUTHRIE: —They have not. i 
I know quite a number who are still in)” 
this country. Those who interned them 
will be marked men for the rest of theit 
lives, and so they ought to be included. 
the eratuity. 
Senator Prarce.—On those ae y 
ought to get a substantial gratuity. my- 
self, because I authorized the. interning rae 
of the whole of them: ls 
Senator GUTHRIE.—1I intend tos | 








the Naval Brigade, thembers BA whi 
served during the war, but were preven’ 
from going to the Front by the Minist 
on the ground that their services were r 
_ quired in this country. * is 
Senator EARLE (Tarmeniah-{ 3 


I want to make a6? Pee bara | 





_ debate on a Bill like sme it is nf 
*popular to move to widen its scope, 
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ie oe ae Ee ncbatian from thowe who 
are likely to benefit by an amendment. 
Senator Garprver.—Is ‘that the stand- 
ma ard you judge others by? 
Senator EARLE.—From the interjec- 
tion which the honorable senator has 
made, I am inclined to think that it is a 
standard he has set up for himself. Lt 
always endeavour to do what is right for 
_. all sections of the community, and on ‘this 
ae subject I fid myself in the position of 
being obiged to support a propesal which, 
a ecloubtonlty, will inflict a certain amount 
of injustice wpon a very considerable num- 
ber of people. I have had interviews with 
other men who performed war service, 
and whose claims for inclusion are equal 
to those of the Naval Brigade. I refer 
to the home service men, who were 
- anxious, and asked repeatedly to be al- 
lowed to go to the Front. They did not 
| want to go to the Front to gratify their 
own ambitions—I do not think anybody 
_ desires to go to war for its sake alone— 
but they wanted to be able to say that 
they did not shirk their duty when their 
 eguntry demanded their services. Now; 
_ these men are excluded, and I say that 
UP atthe amendment is tasniod and we in- 
elude members of the Naval Brigade, we 
shall lave to bring in thousands of others. 
Yesterday, by interjection, I asked Sena- 
tor Gardiner if he would restrict payment 
of the gratuity to those who actually went 
into the firing line. That may be an un- 
popular thing to do, but I. believe that 
| there would be a gre eater element of justice 
head by 
o - Senator Prarren, a intend to test the 
Ant He eaendytce: on that point. 
et Senator EARLE.—I shall support the 
- honorable senator, although the amend- 
- ment may be unpopular; but it would be 
better than the anomaly of paying the 
gratuity to some members of the Aus- 
tralian Imperial Force who, after all, had 
“rather a good time. They had a trip to 
London, and faced no greater hardships 
than were endured by those who served in 
_ Australia. If the operation of the mea- 
sure were restricted so as to provide for 
the payment of the gratuity only to those 
who actually, served in France, Egypt, 
¥ Gallipoli, or other danger zones, then I 
iM say that while a great number would be 
shut out it would be much fairer. 
support the amendment I shall have to 
support a proposal to include munition 
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workers, members of the mercantile 
marine, and [ am not sure that I should 


not be obliged to include even coal miners, 


who provided the wherewithal to conduct 
the war. I might, indeed, have*to go right 
on until everybody received the gratuity, 
and I do not know whether I should not 
have to agree to pay the gratuity to a 
large number of private citizens, who 
worked practically night and day during 
the five years of war in order to strengthen 
the position of our boys at the Front. I 
have come to the conclusion that I must 
support the Government, but if an en- 
deavour is made to-restrict the operation 
of the Bill to those: men who actually 
served in the danger zones, it will have 
my support. 

Senator SENIOR (South Australia) 
[11.42].—Senator Gardiner asks for rea- 
sons for drawing the line where, it has 
been drawn. J am glad he has, because 
only by reasoning can we hope to convince 
him ‘that his amendment will actually 
mean the opening of the flood-gates, as the 
deletion of the words proposed will let 
in not only the Royal Australian Naval 
Brigade, but also the Naval Brigade staff. 
Does he think they should be included? 
And how can we exclude the radio men, 
who, in many cases, were subjected to 
dangers as great as those which con- 
fronted the men in the firing line? 

Senator Garpwer.—My intention is to 


test the feeling.of the Committee 1 in regard 


to the nayal men. 

Senator SENTOR.—If that is the in- 
tention of the honorable senator, why does 
he not move that all the words after 
“Naval Brigade” be left out? If those 
words are deleted are we to stop there? 

Senator GaRDINER.—If the Naval men 
are included I will accept the Government 
proposal in regard to others. 

Senator SENIOR.—The honorable 
senator does not seem to realize that the 
moment his request is granted the door 
is opened, and another senator will have 
every right to: Move an amendment to in- . 
clude others. 

Senator GarpineR.—I will 
shoulder against the door. 

Senator SENIOR.—And others may do 
the.same, but it cannot be denied that it 
leaves the position very indefinite. 

Senator GaRDINER.—Will the honorable 
senator give reasons why the men of the | 
Naval Reserve should not receive the 
gratuity ? 


put my 
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Senator SENIOR. ‘The ay must be 
drawn somewherts, and I am inclined. to 


think that the oratuity should be paid’ 


only to those who have been on service 
oversea in a war zone. 
Senator GuTariz.—What ais those 
who were protecting the Commonwealth ? 
Senator SENIOR.—Senator Guthrie’s 
suggestion carries the same force as that of 
Senator Gardiner. If we agree to the in- 


clusion of the Naval Reserve men we must 


also consider those who were engaged in 
mine-sweeping on the Australian coast. 
It may be said by some that their occu- 
pation was a comparatively easy and safe 
one. By carrying Senator Gardiner's 
amendment we would be opening the flood- 


gates, not only for the first rush of water, 


out for that volume which would ‘neces- 
sarily follow. It would be much fairer:to 
include only those who had gone overseas 
and vendered service in a war zone than 
those mentioned by Senator Gardiner. I 
understood from the Minister’s second- 
reading speech that the payment to be 


made is in the nature of a gratuity only, 


and, therefore, no one would be robbed if 
the gift were made to only a few. 

Senator Gururiz.—There are men who 
have served twenty years in protecting this 
country, and who were refused permission 
to go abroad. wage should they not re- 
celve it? 

Senator SENIOR.—Men who were so 
engaged for that period.did not serve only 
in this war, and therefore they do not 
come within the scope of the Bill. If we 
desire to draw a clear line of demarcation, 
and one that will absolutely ‘prevent. any 
further claims being made, we should in- 
clude only those who have rendered ser- 


xp vice oversea, In a war zone. | “ 


Senator GurTariz.—What ahows the 
men who were prevented from going? 


Senator SENIOR.—I think TI have laid 


it down clearly that as such men were pre- 


vented from rendering service in a war 
zone they are not entitled to it. If we 


make a concession to such men who were 


prevented from going, we would also have 


to consider every other citizen who was 


equally desirous of rendering service. 
Senator Pratten’s suggestion is a very defi- 
nite and logical one, and will leave less 


room for it to be said’ that some were 
favoured whilst others ‘were overlooked. 
_ By adopting the basis I have advocated 
we should be acting fairly, to, all 
~ eoncerned. | 
Senator Biinae: La elt: it not bat face. 


“ceptable if we included Mag men of the 


OL the eed ietenee Naval 
were included » the coal miners, 


2 similarly treated. That i is a rather 
rated idea, as those people ‘were 
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etc i aaairnstancee 
the whole position vateetie an 
see that any widening of the sch 
improve the Bill in any way. — 
_ rather vote for a restriction 
extension. 


Senator FOLL (Queensland) at 


erowers, and others, would. have 


on their ordinary employment. v 
peaceful, conditions, and were no 
up for service. The. members of. he. v 
Brigade were called an and would h hav 
h ad to fight if necessary 


in ~ readinoss\ for active eee 
not speaking in any way ree 
of the work sp. by the coal 


ieee very “often have ion ‘ine r 
siderable risk. But this gratuity ha 
promised by the Government to ce 
men in the Naval and Military. 
and those Senator Gardiner see 
clude were members of such Fo1 
members of the Australian 4 
Artillery have also ae strong cl 
conto and if | the line 


the Poieneut Guar Snail al: 
cluded. I have some informati 
gard to the work of the men o: é 
tralian Garrison Artillery. E cunderst and 
that these men at different times 
enced a good deal of ‘unpleasant: 
were twitted with being “ stay, ¢ 
In this connexion I wish to quo 
sent by the Minister for Defence (§ 
Pearce) to the honorable memb 
Newcastle (Mr. Watkins) | on ut he 
1915. It reads— 


ii fia‘ves received your letter of ¢ 
ary, bringing under my notice the | 
the. men on garrison duty at Newe tl 
being continually twitted for not going 
‘Front. Tam glad that you drew a 
to this matter, as it affords m i 
tunity ‘of acquainting you, and - 
those irresponsible people who 
are meting ae sped he See to 


e 
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I can imagine the uproar there would be 
if a proposal were made to abandon the forts 
at Newcastle, and leave this important centre 
of coal mining and other activities wholly 
* unprotected. Yet, if we allow the man _ be- 
- hind the eun to. enlist, we would be doing 
‘exactly the same thing; for what use are guns 
without gunners to train them? -I wonder if 
these people would have urged the gunners to 
go away from -the forts during the first phase 
of the war,.when the German “cruisers were on 
top of the water’ It is:true that they are 
at the bottom of the water now, but can these 
_ people foresee events in the Pacific? Can they 
assure the Government that the Pacific will 
always be as free as“it is now? Let these 
people bear in mind that defence is a matter 
for the Commonwealth Government, and that 
the Government, in considering miktary in- 
terests, have decided that these men shall not 
be allowed to go out of Australia. The men 
_ themselves, in staying here, are as truly de- 
fending the Empire ag if they were in .the 
trenches. Very possibly the people \who are 
dealing out such treatment are doing much 
less. 


_ Senator Pearce points out in his letter that, 
dur-ng the early stages of the war, when 
the German cruisers were in Australian 
waters, these men played a very impor- 

tant part in the defence of the Empire. 


Men who went into camp a few months - 


after these ships had been sunk are to 
‘receive the gratuity, but those who were 
assisting in defending the coast when the 


_ eruisers were within shelling distance of 


Australia are not to receive anything. 
This is an anomaly that should be re- 
moyed, as the Minister has shown in the 
letter I haye read that they were per- 
forming a very necessary service. 
Senator Rei.—Where would the hon- 
orable senator draw the line? 
. Senator FOLL.—1 have already stated 
that I would be in favour of ineluding 


the men of the Naval Brigade, the-Gar- — 
rate of Ils. a day. 


i TIsOn. tang and the : Permanent 
a Guard. 
- Senator Rowe t. —Would the Hahot: 
| Ca senator not imelude those on trans- 
ports? 
Senator FOLL. — Every man 
served on a transport received either in- 
_ creased pay or a bonus. 
I a etre: ean support that statement. 
_ Senator Gururte.—That is correct. 
Senator FOLL.—The men on the 
“ Aoameports received some considération. 
Senator Reip-—So did the soldiers. 


i they received fifteen days in every six 


Sa paonths, which is as good.as a bonus. 


Senator FOLL.—The honorable sena- 


“tor is referring to i allowance in leu 


oo id 
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of leave,sand that ‘is a very small conces-. 
sion when compared with the additional 
pay received by men on transports. In 
the Herald of the 12th March, 1915, the 
following statement concerning the men 


-on garrison duty appeared :— 


Men on garrison duty, says the Minister for 
Defence, are as truly defending the Empire as . 
if they were in the trenches. Unquestionably _ 
they are, and the people who make cheap 
sneers would be giving themselves a little 
the ‘ truth sink 
Expressions of public opinion fluctuate 
extreme to extreme, much under in- . 
fluence, and very little, indeed, under that of 
thought. The courage and intelligence of men 
who are too ready to attribute timorousness 
to others are always very. doubtful. It was _ 
the characteristic trick of the duelling bully 
of older days to suggest timidity as the only 
motive for a reluctance, real or aa te to 

“come out.” e 


I aseupiaa that towards the end of the 
war the older hands comprising the Per- 
manent Guard at Port Darwin were re- 
placed by returned soldiers. The mem- 


home. 


‘bers of the Permanent Guard at Port Dar- 


win were under active service conditions 
thewholetime. It was once rumoured that 
an enemy cruiser had landed forces on an 
island adjacent to Port Darwin, and the 
members of the Permanent Guard, on be- 
ascertained 
that a skiff, manned by a few niggers, 
had gone ashore. That demonstrates that 
these men were undergoing active servica - 
conditions the whole of the time. They 


“were accepted’ for the permanent guard 


only if they were not fit for service over- 
seas. In view of all. these circumstances, 
and of the Minister’s own acknowledgment 
of the position of the Royal Australian 
Garrison Artillery. it is not unreasonable®. 
to ask that these men be included at the 


Senator GARDINER (New South 
Wales) [12.1].—I find that my promise to 
be brief brings me untold trouble. I ac- 


-knowledge that there is much in what 


Senator Bakhap says, but I rather stated © 
my case in this fashion: After close inves- 
tigation it appeared to me that there was 
no good reason why the naval nten should 
be excluded, and I invited the Committee 


.to. give me one good reason why they 


should be. Senator Bakhap gave some 
good reasons why they should ‘be included, 
but wound up by saying that he was go- 
ing to vote against them. 

Senator Baxuap.—I said that no line 
could be drawn between them and_ the 
Garrison Artillery. » ‘ 
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Senator GARDINER.—This is’the first 
time that the Senate has had an oppor- 
tunity of dealing with this matter, and it 
is our duty to draw for ourselves any lines 
that: we think ought to be drawn. We 
have no right to excuse ourselves by say- 
ing that. other people have drawn the line, 
and that all we have to do is to follow 
them. Senator Earle insinuated that I 
was popularity hunting. If I had been 
I could have started on a way that. would 
have won me some popularity, but no such 
thought ever entered my mind. Hf, in 
dealing with all these amendments, it is 
to be suggested that the movers are seek- 
ing popularity, it will be of no use to move 
- amendments at all. Apart from popu- 
larity hunting, I deliberately worded this 
amendment in such a way that we could 
have a definite test on the question of the 
naval men. I shall have no objection, if 
the amendment is carried, to the Govern- 
ment so re-drafting the clause that it: will 
deal only with those men. On the ques- 
tion of where the line is to be drawn, 
I believe Senator Pratten intends to 
test the question of the men who: served 
in the danger zone. Senator Earle is also 
inclined to test it. If so, I do not mind 


withdrawing my amendment, and asking 


the Minister to go right to that question. 
I say emphatically that if the Government 
are nob prepared to deal out even-handed 
yustice all round, I am ready to risk popu- 
larity by supporting any amendment thatt 
will prevent a gratuity being paid to any- 
body except those who'served in the danger 
zene. I want. absolute justice. TF ask for 
justice for the naval men. Men were 
called up and served four years, and get 
no. gratuity, while others who: served for 
one month are to get it. They went to 
Rabaul and came back, and then went 
about. their ordinary business, but. they 
are paid the gratuity from the day they 
went, although for the greater part of the 
time they were outside the service alto- 
gether: Honorable senators talk about 
the injustice done to men who wanted to 
go tor Rabaul, and were prevented by the 
Government from going. I am speaking 
of those, who: went in ships after a certain 


date and gave a month’s service, and yet. 


will. draw the gratuity money up. to. the 
date fixed by the Bill, probably over 
£100, while ancther man with two years’ 
service draws only £30. I recognise that 
there is some. justice in what Senator Bak- 
hap says, but. I am sorry he took seriously 
my flippant remark that I never read the “ 


[SENATE] . 


; 
newspapers. That was merely an echo of a 
remark that. was made by somebody else 
years ago, which | thought so amusing as. 
to be worth repeating. My idea was to 
put a clear-cut issue before the Committee. 


i 7 
a f 


To honorable senators who say that I am ~ 


popularity hunting, I reply, “‘ Move that 
no gratuity be granted, and see whether 
I will stand by you.’ 
I will hunt for popularity the same as 
other honorable senators do, and no 
further. The justice of the’claim of the 
naval men has impressed itself on my 
mind, but I took the fair attitude that. if 


the Committee could give me one good 


reason why they should be excluded, I 
would withdraw my amendment. That 


If it. comes to that, _ 


reason has not been furnished, and even 


the Mmiuster for Defence 
Pearce) recognised that. the men had 
a claim. 

was granted, other bodies would come | 
forward with elaims 

Senator Baxuap.—The whole matter 
seems to be of a telescopic character. As 
you draw out. one length you find that. 

auother length is ine en. 

Senator GARDINER.—That is the 
position ; and the reason is that the thing 


(Senator | 


‘He added that if their claim ; ! 


has been done and the line drawn so 
hurriedly that men who should be on ‘the - > 


right side of it are left on the wrong side, 


while there are men on the right a) 
should be, to some extent, put back. E 


understand that the Bull applies also. tot 
officers. Take the case of an officer who 
went to London in the early days of the 


war, set his watch by the clock at West 


mi cnater: and then eame back. 


Senator Prarcn. —They did not eo to 


Londen-in the early stages of the war. ~ 
Senator GARDINER. — Then 
Kgypt. Such an officer never had one 
day of inconvenience or heard a shot fired.’ 


He drew increased pay“from the day he iz Hh 


eame back, and will enjoy it for’the rest 
of ‘his life because of his pleasure trip. 
He will also get the gratuity. The men 
on whose behalf I am speaking were called — 
up from their ordinary: avocations. Every — 
day they served they saerificed at least 
as much money asythey were getting. Let 


me take Senator Foll as a personal illus: ~ oe 


tration—if he will pardon ° me, age bay 
mean nothing offensive. He went to ‘the 


t0P) 9) 


Hy Mi 


ey | 
LW) La 
: is 





Front, was wounded: and won distinetion ‘) i i 


on Galtinoli: He comes back, and: is re- 


“warded by a _ position in the Senate, and © 
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ie ttory ‘day that he.sat here up to’ the 
_ date named-in the Bill, drawing as much, 
if not more,’ remuneration than he 
was getting before he went to the 
war; he will be paid the gratuity at the 
_ tate of Is: 6d. per day. Other men who 
never had the opportunity to do as. he 
did—although they were just as: willing 
—were kept in the naval employ, and 
served there for four years, with no 
chance of distinction or of extra re- 
- mInuneration, and are shut out from the 
My gift. 
At” ' Senator For..—I sympathize Getlh you. 
Senator GARDINER.—I. sympathize 
with them, and will vote to include every 
man whom I regard as justly entitled to 
_ inclusion. I trust that on this occasion 
IL shall be able to say that.for once the 
Senate has decreed that the Navy is to 

_—s- negelve as good treatment as the Army. 
* Senator BAKHAP (Tasmania) [12.10]. 
_ .—There is no need to stress the fact that 
we are all anxious to do justice, while 
--—«s wecognising the difficulties of the task 
before us. The whole thing is telescopic. 
When you bring out a new section of 
_ deserving people, you find that that does 
not end the matter, but. involves the ap- 
pearance of another section who have some 
elaim approximating to that of the pre- 
_yious elass. Can the Minister for De- 
fence (Senator Pearce) state, roughly, 


ow many men belonging to the 
_ erdinary Citizen Forces were called 
out, but all of whom, perhaps, did 
not volunteer for the war, although 


they were all compelled to do. war 
service’ in’ Australia, and would have 
had to fight had Auatreite been. invaded ? 
lm a sense they have an equal claim, 
although I would not say quite equal, to 
those of the Naval Brigade who were 
galled out and did duty, not in an outside 
war zone, but in Australian waters. 
Senator Prarcu.—The number varied 
at different times, but it was upwards of 
10, 000 in all. 
Senator BAKHAP. Members of the 
: Citizen F orces ? 
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Coethn Prarce.—I do not know; but. 
I should say under 2,000 of the Naval 
Brigade, but of’ course there were other 
sections of the Navy. 

Senator BAKHAP:—Could those mem- 
bers of the Naval Brigade who are claim- 
ing the gratuity at the rave of 1s. per’ day, 
from the day they were called up have 
been sent at the volition of the Ministry 


outside of Australian waters apart from 


their own free will? : 
Senator Prarce:—Yes; and so could 
so many of the 10,000 mémbers of the 
Citizen Forces as offered to enlist. | 
Senator BAKHAP.—TI am speaking of 
such of the 10,000 as did not offer to en- 
list, but who gave obligatory service in 
Australia. I have heard Senator Rowell 
say that if we dealt with the claims of the 
Naval Brigade men, we should be com- 
pelled, almost as a ‘matter of. justice, to 
deal with the claims: of members. of the 
Citizen. Military Forees who were called: 
up. It appears. to me, however, that the 
claints of the two sections are not upon: 
the same basis. All the members of the 
Citizen Military Forces called up could 
not have ‘been forced to go outside Aus- 
tralia;, but the Naval Brigade men who 


served. could have been: compulsorily con- 


stituted as. combatants at the volition of 
the Ministry. I am inclined to think 
that the claim of the Naval Brigade men 
to 1s. a day from the date they were. 
actually called up is valid. There is no 
force in Senator Earle’s argument. that 


claims could be made on behalf of the coal 


miners. For that matter, they could be 
made on behalf of the metal miners; but 


1 do not think that, in the sense of a war 


gratuity, there is any validity in claims 
made on behalf of the non-combatant 
members of the community, so far as 
their ordinary occupations are concerned. 
I ask the Minister whether he has any 
idea of the amount involved in paying 
the home service rate of 1s. per day to 
the members of the Naval Brigade who 
were called up, and who, I think, he said’ 
numbered about 2,000? 

Senator Prarcer. aN oh I have not, but 


I ean see that if we ndinat them we can- 


not stop there. 

Senator BAKHAP.—I hope that our 
discussion is for the purpose of arriving 
at a basis upon which we may do at least 
elementary justice to the members of 


\ 


ag Kore: ohh were in the position that ‘Hey | 


- question. : 
to any one that if we accept the amend-- 
‘ment we must go much further. 
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might be.compelled to become com- 
batants, and I might find it necessary 
to modify my opinion as the result of in- 
formation which the Minister may be in 
a position to give. 

Senator Prarce.—As a matter of fact, 
they could not be compelled to become 
combatants. 

Senator DE LARGIE (Western Aus- 
tralia) [12.16].—I am very loath to take 
up any time whatever in dealing with this 
It should be quite apparent 


No 
argument has been adduced in support 
of the inclusion of the members of the 
Naval Brigade that could not be used with 
greater force to support the inclusion of 
men of the mercantile marine, and in 
that case the munition workers must be 


similarly treated. On my trip during the. 


war I saw sufficient to warrant me in 


saying that the munition workers were 


really more in the danger zone than were 
any men connected with the Navy. [ The 
munition works in the north of England 
were the special mark of German aero- 
planes. I visited one large works in the 
north of England, and saw _ the 
place where a bomb had been dropped 
through the ‘roof and had _ killed 
every man employed in that part 
of the works. The men employed 
in the munition works were, in 
my opinion, in far greater danger than 


the men of the Navy, because the enemy 
very carefully kept as far away from the 


Navy as they could. To accept the 
amendment would be to open the flood- 


gates ‘to the admission of all sorts of 


persons to the benefits of the Bill, and we 


~ should not know where to stop. 


Senator NEWLAND (South Australia) 
[12.18] —It seems to me that under 
clause 3 a very. large section of the Naval 
Forces is already included. All the men 


- who were actually in the danger zone are 


vies 


i pet re ee ee a¢ 
ements = ay 


ders of the 
- position ? 


included. 


and liable at any moment to be called 


upon to face its dangers. 


Senator GurHriE.— Were not the mem- 





Senator’ NEWLAND. 


the Naval Brigade entered the war zone. 


iy 
{ 
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‘senator never went fishing. 


‘but I ask him whether men who ign 


were sent out to a definte place to 


) The gratuity is properly in- 
tended for men who actually were in the 
‘war zone, or were called up or enlisted. 


Naval Brigade in a 





































The’ eR yt ‘Defence 
Pearce) has said that 
called up for home aN 
posely retained in Australia, d 
vented from going to the war. 
a Sn COR between at he 1 


War zone. — Le 
Senator Gone ae Ay 
the war zone. We had mine-swe 
on oug coast. —. 
praes N EWLAND —Senator ¢ 


were sent to a donnie: apt we 
that there were certain mines 


them es ; 
Senator Prarcr A Those ine 
are included in the Bill. ue 


ssh eal 


Senator GuTHRIE. — The 


Senator NEWLAND. _ ‘Renatae a 
poses as an authority on this © m 


in an unprotected ship, perhaps in- 
dead of night, over seas that they did 1 
knew were strewn with mines, did — 
run greater risks than did the ‘men 
their rifles at mines which they say 
the ocean. If men of the Naval Bri 
and the Garrison Artillery are inch 
can any one say that the _muni 
workers should not be. included ? 


Hea and some of ne lost ev ery 
they had. 


them ? 


Senator NEWLAND. _That- 
the point I am making. ‘The muni 
workers, when in England, were. exp 
to the dangers of air raids. >) 
them suffered hardships, and th 
was broken, down, ATs have he 


earnings of others, who > were oe 
of starvation in England, — 
peer pore of these rena ay 
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i ey Penecinune. nee could we exclude 
Ps these men if we included the members of 
ao the Naval Brigade? I suppose that 
nee other honorable senators, in common with 
sik myself, have been supplied with a” cir- 
_. cular from the Naval Brigade, setting 
out their claim. In my opinion, there is 
not a great deal in the circular. I should 
_ have thought that, in putting “their case 








td 


_ before members of this Parliament, they 


_ would have been able to state some better 
“reasons in support of it than are con- 
: tained in their circular. They complain 
* that they are excluded from the benefits 
of this measure, that they volunteered for 
active service, but were prevented from 
going abroad because they were required 
for home defence, and their work in that 
connexion was looked upon as of national 
importance. They say that many of 


them were. prevented from completing 


- their apprenticeships, and that on release, 


ee noush they are now over twenty-one 


"years of age, they have to complete their 
_ apprenticeship at; a very low rate of 
wages. The last objection is due to the 
fact that they are not eligible for the 
benefits of the repatriation scheme. Some 


PY Oy HS tried to extend those benefits to 


he ‘them in -dealing with the Repatriation 
Bill’ which was before the Senate re- 
eae! cently. ) 
Senator, Gururte.—They could only 
have their apprenticeship at sea. 
_ Senator NEWLAND.—That is not so. 
Many of these men were taken from pri- 
ate occupations to which they were ap- 
haat _prenticed on shore. Whilst members of 
the AIF. can obtain sustenance allow- 
ance, or an opportunity to finish their ap- 
‘oil prenticeship at a trade, school,!or insti- 
~~ tution, the Naval Brigade men who were 
apprentices are not eligible for those 
__ benefits. That, in my opinion, is the 
ed greatest hardship which the men of the 
un ie aval Brigade have to suffer. 
Senator Prarce.—Can we not get to a 
aay division? 
_ Senator NEWLAND. —I do not know 
“that we are in any particular hurry. We 
are too prone in the Senate to hurry over 












bers in another place talk as long as they 
Pela: I do not greatly care whether 
: vi this Bill passes this week or next week. 
hs ef J intend by argument, and'by listening to 
i the “Ra of others, to see that when 
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measure. 


¥ ee on upon which honorable mem- , 
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it leaves the Senate it shall be as perféct 
a piece of legislative machinery as we can 
make it. At the same time I have no de- 
sire to unduly delay the passage of the 
I believe that the correct thing 
has been done, as far as possible, by the 
persons responsible for the drafting of © 
this Bill. I have.no doubt whatever that 
much time and thought were given to it. 
Those who framed the measure saw just 
how far they might go in a certain direc- 
tion, and that if that line were crossed no 
limit could be put to the persons who 
might be brought under its provisions. 
For that reason they excluded certain 
men from its operation. 

Senator Gururi.—Men who were 
willing to go to the war, and.were pre- 
vented. 


‘Senator NEWLAND.—Tens of thou- 
sands of men who were willing to go were 
prevented for various reasons. 

Senator Garprner.—The men of the 
Naval Brigade suffered a considerable 


loss of pay through the Government hav- 


ing them in their employ. Does not the 
honorable senator consider that aspect of 
the matter? 


Senator NEWLAND.—The War Gra- 
tuity Bill is not intended as a measure to 
compensate men for losses they incurred 
because of service during the war, but as 
a reward for services in connexion with 
it. If members of the Naval Brigade, the 
Garrison Artillery, and other persons 
who were willing. but were prevented 
from going to the war for various reasons 
are included, honorable senators will be 
doing a wicked thing in excluding from 
the operation of the measure other men 
who took far greater risks than did those 
whom they wish to have included. 

Question—That the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to amend the 
clause by leaving out the words “(other 
than a member of the Auxiliary Ser- 


vice)”—put. The Committee divided. 
AVES hs. ee eat 
Noes... oe AEN Ut 
Majority .. aria 8 
AYES, 
Bakhap, T. J. K. O’Loghlin, J. V. 
Barnes, J. 
Foll, H. S. Teller: 
Grant, J. 


Guthrie, R. 8. 


a 
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Nors. 
Bolton, W. K. Reid, M. 
Buzacott, R. Rowell, J. 
Harle, J. Russell, K. J. 
Henderson, G. Senior, W. 


Newland, J. 
Pearce, G. F. 
Plain, W. 
Pratten, H. RB. 


Shannon, J. W. 


Teller: 
de Largie, H. 
PAIRS. 


Crawford, T. W. 
Millen, E. D. 


Guy, J 
Gardiner, A. 


Question so resolved in the negative. 
Request negatived. 
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meaning of the ete ce 


Senator PEARCE (‘Western Aust os 
Minister for . 
answer to the question put by the honor- 
able senator 1s a very involved one, but 
I explained the position im my speech 
upon the second reading of the Bill. The 


various classes of sea-going personnel are 7 


set out in the following table :— 


1) 





Section of Forces. 


A. Sea-going Personnel.— 

(Permanent Royal Australian Navy, Sea- 
going)—Comprised of officers appointed 
permanently dnd men _ enlisted 
specific periods (generally five or seven 
years) to man. the sea-going fighting 
fleet, 

(Royal Australian Naval Reserve—Sea- 
going)—Officers of the 
marine, &c., who performed training in 
sea- ooing ships during peace, and who, 
in time -of war, automatically become 
part of the personnel to man the sea- 
going fighting fleet. Conditions of 
employment in war time same as Royal 
Australian Navy. 

B. Naval members of the Naval and Military 
Force to New Guinea. 
CG. Royal Australian Naval Brigade. Staff— 

Comprised mainly of officers and men em- 
ployed in administrative positions or in 
connexion with the instruction of the 
Citizen Forces. 

‘D. Royal Australian Naval Radio Service— 

Required to man shore stations. Services 
not utilized in the sea-going fleet. 

KH. Royal Australian Naval Brigade— 

Comprise the old Naval Reserve and com- 
pulsory trainees under Naval Defence 
Act. Are generally allocated to and 
utilized for harbor defence, examination 
service, guards on wharves, ships, wire- 
less telegraph stations, &¢., but ap- 
proximately 250 to 300 were drafted to 
sea-going ships as:— 

(i) Part of ship’s company of 
H.M.A. ships and patrols, 

(ii) Gunlayers on armed merchant 
vessels. 

(ii1) Naval signalmen on merchant 
vessels, 

(iv) Mine-sweepers. 

Mine-sweeping section— 

Enlisted from. persons employed on tugs, 
&e., in March, .1917,° for mine- 
sweeping duty. Only on active ger- 
vice when called out by proclama- 
tion. 
F, Persons appointed for permanent duty on 
shore. 


for . 


mercantile | 


Provision. 


1. For the member who had sea service— 


ls. 6d. per diem from date of taking aa is 


duty on a sca Borne sat to 28/6/19. 


2. For those with no sea service— 
ls. per diem with a maximum payment for 
184 days. 


1s, 6d, per diem from date of embarkation . ‘i 
to 28/6/19. nett an 


1, For the member who had sea service— _ y . 


ls. 6d. per diem from date of first ee 
up duty on a gsea-going ship to wither 


. No fuinene whatever for harbor or shore 
service. 


Note. Lap anor is only made for ‘the Boe 
or periods the member received band 
i.€., periods whilst demobilized (exce 
from last demobilization to =r 
do not count. 





Defence) [12.83].—-The _ 
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eke: Pratien will recognise that the 
bey provisions of clause 8 need to be read im 
__tonjunction with those of clause 4. 


- Senator PRATTEN (New South 
_ Wales) [12.87].—I think I am correct in 
- saying that paragraph 6 of this clause 
_ aneludes every person connected with the 
._ Naval Service, irrespective of whether he 
_ proceeded overseas or performed some sort 
of civilian or technical naval service in 
_ Amstralian waters. Will the Minister in- 
- dorse my assumption that unless there is 
some reservation to the list which he has 
read, it will be within the competence of 
‘the “prescribed authority” to give every 
‘man in the Navy, from top to bottom, 
“ this war gratuity? . 


_ Senator PEARCE (Western Australia) 
- {42.38|.—If Senator Pratten will look at 
- sub-clause 2 of clause 4 he will see that 
the rate of gratuity payable in respect of 
the service of any persons specified in 
_ {paragraph 6 shall be ds. per diem. Now, 
the persons enumerated in paragraph b 
} did not serve in a “sea-going ship.” I 
__ thave already explained that some of these 
men were employed in mine sweeping 
operations, and these, because ‘of the com- 
‘bined effect of lacus 3.and 4, will receive 
he per aay... | 
Senator PRATTEN (New South Wales) 
{12.39].—The Minister has read a list 
of those in the Naval Service who are 
covered by paragraph b. It seems to me 
that under that list every member of the 
Service is entitled to receive 1s. per day. 
Senator Prarce.—Other than the mem- 
bers of the Auxiliary Service. If the hon- 
- orable member will look at the definition 
of “member of the Auxiliary Service ” 
the will see that its members are excluded. 
Senator PRATTEN.—But the specific 
question which I asked was as to the 
"meaning of paragraph b of this clause. 
~ I want to know what branches’ of the 
_. Naval Service are included in the gra- 


eeelantet se, ON 



















"Senator Prarcr.—I have read a list of 
Phas various branches. These cover all 
those who are not covered by paragraph 
" and who are not included in the 
auxiliary service. They are entitled to 
is. per day. The whole of the members 
included in the services which I have read 
are not entitled to 1s. per day, but oe 
_ some of sane 


Senator PRATTEN.—Then the list 
includes the members of the Auxiliary 
Service, as well as’ the members of the 
Naval ‘Forces? 


Senator Prarce.—Yes. i 

Senator Nerwianp.— Are Admiral 
Clarkson and the members of the head- 
quaters’staff in Melbourne included? Will 
they get a gratuity of 1s. per day? 


Senator Prarce—WNo. 


Senator PRATTEN (New South Wales) 
[12.40].—I desire to submit an amend- 
ment, the effect of which will be to lay 
down a clear line of demarcation in con- 
nexion with the payment of the gra- 


tuity. It applies to paragraph e, and 
the effect of it will be to exclude 
any men who, either in camp or 


elsewhere in Australia, rendered service — 
in connexion with the war. It will show 
that only the men who embarked for ser- 
vice overseas are entitled to any gratuity 
whatever, and it will test the feeling of 
the Committee with regard to the inclu- 
sion in the Bill of munition workers and 
wireless operators. 


Senator GARDINER (New South 
Wales) [12.43]—I have a prior amend- 
ment. I move— 


That the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to insert the following new para- 
graph :— . 

“ (dd) All members of the Mercantile 
Marine whe served in the war zone 
or engaged in the transport of 
troops, foodstuffs, or munitions, or 
other commodities for war pur- 
poses.”’ 

The term “ borne on the paysheet,” which 
is used in paragraph d of this clause, is 
new to mei 

Senator Bakuap.—I{ means on the pay 
sheet. 

Senator Gururiz. — AR is a very old 
,nautical term. 


Senator GARDINER.—At any rate, 
it is new to me. I am submitting this 
amendment because of the very able 
arguments which have been advanced by 
Senator Senior and Senator de Largie to 
the effect that the men specified in it 
were actually engaged in the war zone. 
The arguments of those honorable senators 
and of the Minister for Defence (Senator 
Pearce) convince me that these men were — 


subjected to more risks than, and ren- 


dered services as valuable as, those of the 
men in the fighting line, 
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Senator DE tiecie. Ah Shout the 


munition workers ? 
Senator GARDINER. phos will come 


afterwards. 


Senator Gururm.—This is an imprac- 


ticable amendment. 


Senator PEARCE (Western AU ciralig es 
' Minister for Defence) [12.48].—I ask the 
Committee not to accept the amendment, 
and as my reasons are similar to those I 
advanced in opposition to the previous 
amendment, I do not intend to take up 
the time of the Committee by repeating 
them. I hope that Senator Gardiner will 
not accuse me of discourtesy. 


Senator PRATTEN (New South Wales) 
_ [12.49].—I should lke to-take advantage 
of the opportunity to place upon record 
my position in connexion with these 
amendments. I have no hesitation - in 
saying ‘that the war gratuity in its in- 
cidence, but not in the amount, errs on 
the libéral side, and that, 
with our Military Forces particularly, 
many officers and men were never so well 
off in their lives as when they were on war 
service. At the same time I freely admit 
that, with regard to at least one-half of 
the men—those who actually endured all 
‘the dangers and made the sacrifices of war 
—nothing we could do for them would 


be too much. But I cannot see how this 


Parliament can deal with a problem con- 
nected with, say, 250,000 returned men, 
~ without inflicting an injustice upon some- 
body. I heartily support the principle of 
a flat rate which makes no distinction be- 
tween officers and men, and I should like 
to see the British Government follow the 
same excellent practice because, 
opinion, the Imperial oratuity scheme 
errs on the side of liberality for officers, 
and economy for the rank and file. It 
was aptly said in another place, that this 
gratuity is really a gracious gift. It was 
proposed by the Prime Minister (Mr. 


Hughes) with the acquiescence 0% 
the Cabinet, but, with all ,due ‘re- 
spect to him and the Government, 


I do not regard the proposal as being 
sacrosanct, at least so far as the details 
are concerned. The Bill has been pre- 


on upon the lines approved by the Na--. 


alist party at the last election, and, 
therefore, as members of that party we 
must support it, seeing that it includes all 
the promises made by the Prime Minister, 
members of the Government, and Na- 
_tionalist candidates. But I represent also 
4 a sent of hoch in Ney, South 


i a 





‘Imperial Forces who actually went 


while the war lasted.» 


in connexion ' 


in my 










































that acy of the Tories with 
est of good faith and belief in th 
of the claim. Personally, I wou 
that the operation of the Bill were) 
stricted to members of the Australi 


war zone, if this could be done. 
amendment of this nature would i 
course, exclude thousands of ‘« 
gers’? who never entered the war 
and who really had the time of their 
As, howev. 
cannot evolve an amendment that 
give expression to my views, I-must 
tent myself with stating. what my de 
is. I shall oppose the amendment mov 
by Senator Gardiner, because I think » 
door has been opened too widely alre: 
The Minister for Defence (Senator Pearce) 
has informed us that the — ~amot 

involved in the payment Corie 
gratuity will be about £28,000,00 
think it will be more like £35 000,06 
because, .as one honorable senator | 
pointed out already, although a men 
of the Australian Imperial Forces 
have spent only one month’ overseas, 


time he left Australia up to thes signi Fiat 
of peace, If honorable senators will 
examine the figures concerning en 
ments, and allow for an average 
about three months for camp trainin; 
Australia, they. will find that the an 
will be very much nearer the total I hav 
stated. If my approximation is anythi 
like accurate, it will mean that. the - 
payers of Australia will’ be requir 
find £35,000,000 at 54 per cent. free 
Federal and. State income taxation 
this condition will really represent a 
dition of about 21 per cent. in the « irse 
of four or five years. Therefore, I sh 
oppose every amendment to extend 
scope of the Bill. There is another 
which has not yet been touched upon 
that is, that the bonds are absolutely 
best P cent ine in. the world. — G 
Britain can get all the money ‘she. 
at 4 per cent., free of income tax, 
up to the present our Commonwealth 
edged bonds are only 4} per cent., so 
in respect of the gratuity bonds the 
payers ss Australia will have to 
another 2 per cent. It is cea here-_ 
fore. that the bonds will be sought af 1 
by the investing community, and I believ 
bein if the oe eS Le i 


F aS 


_ more negotiable than at present. 
do, there is not the shadow of a doubt 


_ they do not appreciate. - 
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~ not distant future, the Government. will 


probably see their way clear to make them 
If they 


that every man with spare money will be 
eager to buy these bonds which, as I re- 


peat, represent one of the very best invest- 
_ ments in the world. 


/1 am satisfied that 
the majority of men in the Australian 
Imperial Forces never expected a gratuity. 
They were content to do their duty, and 


I believe that if a poll were to be taken 


to-morrow, the majority of our returned 
soldiers, realizing the ‘financial position of 
the Commonwealth, would vote to exclude 
everybody from the gratuity except those 
who saw service.in the war zone. Yester- 
day, the Minister told honorable senators 
that up to the present the total of war 
gratuity paid by the United States of 
America was £180,000,000, and I find 
in this morning’s press the “Minister’s 
announcement, that up to 30th June 
next the taxpayers of the Commonwealth 
will be responsible for the expenditure, or 
earmarking, of £60,000,000 for our re- 
turned soldiers. I point out that if our 
expenditure were on the American basis 
in proportion, to population, it would be 


only £9,000,000. 


_ Sitting suspended from 1:to 2.30 p.m. 
Senator GARDINER (New South 
Wales) [2.30].—Senator Pratten stressed 


the point that he is here as a guardian 


of the taxpayers of the State he repre- 
sents. 


Senator Prarren.—lI said that was one 


_ of my duties. 


Senator GARDINER.—Exactly, and 


-T take it it is one of the principal duties 


of every honorable senator in this Cham- 
Fiber, 


Senator Pratten seems to be always 
most alert when he is protecting the tax- 
payers in a way they appreciate, more so 
than when he is doing it in a way that 
I think I have 


correctly interpreted Senator Pratten’s 


original statement that he is here as a 


M euardian of the New South Wales tax- 


Ky 


mor payers. 


Senator Prarrren.—!I do not ok the 


BP scrable senator has any right to say 
‘that. 
; sent the taxpayers. 


It is one of my duties to repre- 


ene GARDINER. The shonor- 


Peale senator doubtless considers it his 


oa duty to represent the. ‘taxpayers when 
they are asked to contribute something 
? di to. a paste and deserving section of the 
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community. He has brought this matter 
before the Committee, and I quite agree 
“with his attitude to a certain extent, be- 
cause the money of the taxpayer has to be 
very carefully handled. I am anticipa lig, 
however, that before very long Senator 
Pratten will be endeavouring to benefit 
one section of the community at the ex- 
pense of the rest of Australia, when we 
shall sbe asked to expend some millions in 
order to give an advantage to a small 
number of conservative people.’ When 
that time arrives Senator Pratteh will see 
that I am also a special guardian of the 
taxpayer, and I shall take great care 
that I exercise my right. This pro- 
posed amendment is worthy of considera- 
tion, although it is not so important as 
the one on which I divided the Committee. 
The division on my last amendment has 
given me an indication of the temper of 
the Senate, and if other honorable sena- 
tors are not desirous of speaking I am 
quite prépared to divide the Committee 
without delay. Senator. de Largie re- 
ferred to the munition workers employed 
in factories that were the targets for aero- 
planes, and on behalf of those men I may 
say that for weeks at a time they were 
subjected to severe and continuous ner- 
vous strain. Men on _ vessels carrying — 
foodstuffs and troops in a war zone never 
knew when their vessel was to be tor- 
pedoed or bombed by aeroplanes, and 
surely they are entitled to consideration. 
They were always in peril, and their 
work is comparable with that of those 
who, in a moment of extreme enthusiasm, 


| “hopped over the top.’’. Notwithstanding 


the ‘splendid service these men rendered 
it is, according to Senator Pratten, in the 
interest of the taxpayers that they are 
not included in the Bill. This is 
not a question of protecting the tax- 
but of considering how the 
money should be expended. The tax- 
payers, and: particularly those who have 
large vested ‘interests in the country, are 
under a debt of gratitude to the men I 
have enumerated, and the expenditure of 
a few million pounds in the form of cash 
to wipe out the debt is fully justifie 
Question—That the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to insert the pro- 


pesed new paragraph—put. The Com- 
mittee divided. 
Ayes 3 
Noes 14 
Majority — 1 
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i hee | AYES. “4 ; 

- Barnes,, J. Bats | Teller: 
O’Loghlin,, J. V. Grant, J. 

rat NoEs.. 

Bakhap, T. J. K. Pratten, Et. BE. 
Buzacott, R. Reid, M. 
Crawford, T. W. Rowell, J. 
Earle, J. Russell, BE: J... 
Henderson, G. Shannon, J. W. 
Newland, J. 
Pearee, G. F. Teller: 
Plain, W. De Largie, H. 


Fk nae PAIRS. 
| eeu A. | Millen, E. D. 
Question so resolved in the negative. 
Request negatived. 
Senator PRATTEN (New South Wales) 
[2. 40|—I moye— 
That in paragraph e all the words. after 
We cratbalia to the end of the paragraph be 


left out, and the words ‘for services overseas’ 
be inserted in lieu thereof. 


Honorable senators will see at once that 


this will have the effect of cutting off the, 


gratuity from the men who were in camp 
when the armistice was signed. 
also clearly define the wishes of the Com- 
mittee, and provide that only those who 
embar! sed for service overseas shall bene- 
fit. | ihn 
Senator O’Loaurin.—The honorable 
senator is in favour of paying the gra- 
tuity to those who embarked for service 
overseas. 
Senator PRATTEN.—Yes. I find it 
_ extremely difficult to further contract the 
gratuity. I think-I have already stated 
that if I could give a reasonable working 
- definition IT would be in favour of inelud- 
ing only the men who had been in. the 
fighting zone, and I would. be prepared to 
test the feelings of, the Committee on that 
point. Senator Gardiner expressed some 
OP ati and extremely characteristic views 
“In moving his previcus amendment when 
“he referred to. the stress and strain experi- 
enced by practically everybody who 
crossed the Equator from the Southern 
Hemisphere. Out of the kindness of 
his heart I believe he would, in the words 
of the interjection of the Minister for 


Defence (Senator Pearce) — include 
the last man and woman, the last 
sock knitter, and also Australia’s 


Tast shilling. I have had some experi- 
ence in the war zone, and in travelling 
in the Mediterranean one of my most 


a experiences was the sight of 


_ small fishing craft, on which 2-inch guns 
a were mounted, searching for submarines. 
iA On ane next ey age the at on. which oe 








service to the peopl 


have seen the pay ‘envetened of 


It will: Wick area 


-[2.47].—Senator Pratten’s 


senators’ to. increase: rat 
ole 
















































had Baaes er atline was | 
also. crossed the North Sea 
belt. on my back at a ti 
did not: know when wi a woult 
submarines or mines. I beli 
then: performing a dut that y w ; 
Wales. But this gratuity is for. 
and not. for durtlanee 
right-thinking man and woman 
outs the Empire was proud to r 
service: or peel ‘some dut 
nextom with: ie 


alee the: Harel ee 
of eourse rendered some service 
would remind hime that thet 


workers who went from Aust 
Great Britain, which showed os 


Senator Geran, (eG ae 


Senator - PRATTEN They 
inh long hours, ‘end in some. 


moving: hee senders E belie 
be aeceptable’ to a ‘vast majori 
soldiers. It defines clearly wha 1 
to pay. It will kave the effect 0 exclud 
ing the men who were in camp at th 
time the armistice was signed, an 
provide that the gratuity sha 
able only to those who. went oversea: 

Senator GRANT (New Sou’ 


agreed to, would seriously 
number of people to whom. t 
would be payable.” -.y)) 37 
Senator Prat fd la many 
camp at the signing of the armis 
Senator GRANT. ie am not 
to say, nor can I. say how m 
afloat on the way to the scene 0 
Senator Prarren.—My | ) 
does not cut them out. 
Senator GRANT.—Senat 
should remember that whethe | 
barked or not, the men who enh 
prepared to go away. P.: ly 
them had only just cor © 
would deprive them of the 
to which they would oth arwise b 
It. ought to be the aim of 


ih ipom of i 
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Ae U escitor -Earte.—That is the more 
aerate course, naturally. — 

_ Senator GRANT.—And the more just 
- course, too. It would be far more just 
to include than to exclude the men who 
| i were in camp. Many men in Australia 
_ were absolutely debarred by the action 
of the Government from going to the 
' Front. They were at the call of the 
Government during the whole time, yet 
beeause the Government made no. pro- 
vision, and, in efiect, prevented them 
_ from leaving these tee the amendment 
would cut them out of the small amount 
to which they would otherwise be entitled. 
I oppose the amendment, and regret that 
Senator Pratten has moved) in this direc- 
tion. 

Senator PEARCE (Western Australia— 
‘Minister for Defence) [2.49].—The 
amendment as drafted would inelude 

in the gratuity those who embarked after 
the armistice. Several hundred men 
were ready for embarkation when the 
armistice was signed, and as we could 
not be sure that. the armistice really 
meant the end of the war they were 
allowed to embark. Some of them only 
got as far as New Zealand when it became 


’ . ohvious that there would be no renewal 
of hostilities, and we them had the ships 


turned back. The honorable senator 
would give those men the gratuity, al- 
though their fellows, some of whom 
enlisted at the same time, but who did 
not. actually embark, would be cut. out 
of it. The only point which I would 
stress is that in the proposition 
‘that the Government put before the 
country all those men whom Senator 
Pratten weuld exclude were included. 
We may take it that the country took 


ny that. into. consideration at the elections: 
iy _.as one of the parts of the scheme, and the 


_ country indorsed the scheme the Govern- 
ment put forward, because it. put into 
"T seorieade the Government and party who 
‘were behind the scheme. 
assume, therefore, that this formed part 
Pe of the policy that ‘the country indorsed. 
_ The Government could not now go back 
on the policy which it announced at the 
elections, and upon which it. was elected. 
aa must oppose the amendment. 
‘Senator O’LOGHLIN (South Australia) 
Han 72. 51].—The amendment is both an_ex- 
_ tension and a limitation. Tt will include 
some at least who are not entitled to the 
ratuity under the Bill as it stamds. It 
i bring: in, amongst. others, 
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engaged in the transport service. It 
would enable me to participate in the 
gratuity, although at present I am -ex- 
eluded. That also applies to Senator 
Rowell. Under the definition of ‘‘mili- 
tary service’ those engaged m transport 
service ‘‘for the voyage only’’ are ex- 
cluded. The stand I have taken regard- 
ing the Bill right through has been for 
the extension rather than the limitation 
of its privileges and benefits. I am going. 
to support several of the amendments to 
be proposed by Senator Gardiner, but I 
shall oppose this amendment, although 
under it I would. participate in the 
benefits of the Bill. ° 


Senator PRATTEN (New South Wales) 
[2.53].—There is a good deal to be said 
for the attitude talfen up by Senator 
Pearce that paragraph e was one of the 
details of the proposal made by the Prime 
Minister (Mr. Hughes) and endorsed 
by the Cabinet, upon which we 
went to the electcrs; but, as it 
is a detail, the will of the Govern- 
ment is not the will of the nation until 
it has passed through Parliament and has 
stcod the test of all the criticisms that 
we have to make im our individual and 
collective capacity in representing the 
many diversified interests that constitute 
the Commonwealth. TI see the force of 
the Minister’s contention, and have no- 
thing to say in criticism of that attitude; 
but, so far as. I am concerned, I did not 
dot every ‘‘1’’ or cross every ‘‘t’’ of the 
eciicetiaal made by the Prime 
Minister when I was speaking to the 
electors, nor was I .before them for elec- 
tion. That pleasure is to come. With 
the many and persistent attempts that 
are being made to extend the Bill, I feel 
I have the same'right as any other honor- 
able senator to: move a minor amendment 
that. will so contract it that the gratuity - 
may be paid only to those who, I feel, 
honestly deserve it. Nobcdy objects to 
giyine the benefits of the splendid repat- 
riation and war service homes proposals 


to the members of the Australian 
Imperial Force who enlisted and 
did not embark. We do | not 


take from them the benefits of Australia’s 
generosity in those directions, but it is 
not beyond the bounds of reason to con- 
fine this Bill specifically to those men who 
went overseas, and to cut eut all those 
who were in camp. We should establish 
the principle that no one but those who 
went overseas shall ‘yaaleic sea in what is, 


_ 
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after all, a gracious gift. I am stressing 
to-day not. the question of-the money so_ 
much as the principle. 

Question—That the words proposed to 
be left out be left out (Senator Prarren’s 


amendment) — put. The Committee 
divided. 
Ayes ahs one ape 3 
Noes 14. 
Majority .. vere 
. « ‘ AYES. 
Pratten, H. E. Teller: 
_ Reid, M. Earle, J. 
Noss. 4 
Barnes, J. Pearce, G. F. 
Buzacott, R. Plain, W. 
Orawford, T. W. Rowell, J. 
Gardiner, A. Russell, E. J. 
Grant, J. Shannon, J. W. 
Henderson, G. | 
Newland, J. Teller: 
O’Loghlin, anv | de Largie, H. 


Question so resolved in the uel eae 
Amendment negatived. 


Senator GARDINER 
Wales) [2.58].—I move— 
That the House of Representatives be re- 
quested to amend the clause by adding after 

paragraph f the following new paragraph— 

* (g) Those persons who embarked from. 
the Commonwealth for — service 
abroad between the 4th August, 
1914% and the 28th June, 1919) for 
the manufacture and supply of muni- 
tions and war provisions; also -per- 
sons retained by the Commonwealth 
Defence Department for war service 
occupation abroad.” 


(New South 


I claim the vote of Senator de Largie for 
this motion, because he led me to believe, 
by his speech against the inclusion of the 
naval men, that these tnen were more 
entitled to inclusion. They were in the 
danger- zone, doing work as necessary as 
going ‘‘over the top.’’ They were made 
the target of bombs dropped from aero- 
planes; and at oné munition-making 
branch every man was wiped out. Honor- 
able senators know as well as I do the 
difficulties and dangers that these men. 
encountered. 
much hope of success after the exclusion 
of the naval men, I desire ta give the 
Committee an opportunity of saying that 
the munition workers are entitled to 
consideration. I wish to answer a state- 
ment madé by Senator Pratten in the 
course of the remarks he made in support 
of his amendment, with respect to the big 


“returned from the Old Country in i 


munition workers. 


money we earned— aa, 


ing the statements of my corres ondent 


Although I do not feel. 



















































I ive here a lather from a “sufferer W. 


health, and, as a munition worker, | rds. 
himself excluded from the benefits of the 
Sea scheme, and everything else. — 
I shall hand. his letter to the Mi j 
for Defence (Senator Pearce), who, 
sure, will deal justly with him. 
passage of the letter written for the p 
pose of explaining his case to me & 


cigkeaieath as to the money earned by 
My conan 
writes— 4 ag 


Pleage bear’ in mind that Aen We rke: 
cannot get the slightest assistance in any shape 


ae 


or form. from any of these philanthropic ‘s0Cl Reh is 
ties. All the £5,000,000 subscribed a * 
clusively for soldiers’ and sailors. — 
invalid in Randwick, I had to buy everythin 


ee 


No Meco a vit no pee and a aa 


") 


ihe ag as to this tale of the 


i 


and this 1 is the point I want to tres 


men 


bent men, howtses: included,. was Is. 423 a. er 
hour. By working eighty to ninety hours | 
week, we could earn ‘from £5\ to 2on ea 
out of this it cost us some 50s. per week 
board and lodging (see Colonel Barractous 
letter in the “Sydney Morning Herald). I 
short, we were better off here. I was pay 

men ls. 6d. per’ hour. Some seventy of 
went under, and, sad to say, I can’t find t 
any allowance is given to their starving w 
and children. All my papers are at the Defene 
Department. ) oi 


I-am asking that the munition work 
shall be included in this Bill, and 
make the plea also on behalf of their 
pendants. I have had no means of 


but as he writes simply ‘and inte ligently 
I accept what he says as true. He state 
that some seventy of the munitio 
workers have died, leaving dependa 
who, Ul hepe, will be considered by 
orable senators in dealing with 
Gratuity Bill. I dé not know that 1 
could strengthen my case by talking at. oy 
greater length. I have put the claim of — . 
the munition. workers Briefly before the 

Committee, and I ask honorable. sena’ 
to support it. TI believe that if honot 
able senators .were~themselves di 
the line to decide who should be i in 
in the benefits of this measure, le 
would certainly include the bai: 


ara’ 


of men who died at munition wo. ku 


ee! 


Be A a es " ta ey 








Wer Gratuity 


[16 Aprit, 1920.]- 


Bill. 





a foiditieut of straes and strain de- 
_ © picted by Senator de Largie, because the 
- munition works were the special target 
; a of enemy aeroplanes. T cannot claim 
that these men have a stronger claim 
than those on whose behalf I have al- 
ie ready moved, but their claim is certainly 
a just one, and it is.in the name of jus- 
tice that I ask for their inclusion in this 
Bill. 


- Senator PEARCE (Western Australia— 
. Minister for Defence) [3.4].—I trust that 
the Committee will not agree to the re- 
quest submitted by Senator Gardiner. 
“He proposes the inclusion certainly of a 
very deserving class of men. I have 
Ueahe t to say in derogation of the work 
* of the munition workers. I am proud of 
it, and proud to have been associated 
with the sending of them oversea. But I 
remind honorable senators that, on the 
whole, these men have been eet treated 
_by the Government. The Government 
‘paid their passages to and from the Old 
Country and Australia and made certain 
allowances to their wives and families. 
The Commonwealth was involved in con- 
_ siderable expenditure in the carrying out 
of the munition workers’ scheme. Sena- 
tor Gardiner has suggested that high 


wages were not earned by the munition 


workers, and has quoted the rate per 
“hour which was paid to some of them. 
The fact remains, however, that a great 
“number of these men were engaged on 
-piecework, and it is on record that many 
of them earned £5, £6, and from £8 to 
se BLO. per week on piece work. I do not 
question that they gave good value for 
the money they earned, but even if they 
did not earn ~ what they might have 
‘earned in Australia, it is, if submit, 
foreign to the principle of this Bill to 
oe include them in it. With regard to the 
cases of hardship amongst them, to one 
Cans of which+the honorable senator has re- 
ferred, I may say that the Government 
have already taken action to deal with 
such cases. If these men are suffering 
_ from illness due to their services overseas 
an arrangement has been arrived at be- 
es the Treasury and the Defence De- 
; _ partment by which they can secure assis- 
tance, It is also proposed that they 
should be given consideration under the 
_ Old-age and Invalid Pensions Act. As 
; (that Act is worded at present, these men 












Sst and not in Australia, are not 
aa its eka That is a mat- 


\ have gone a 


ter which will be remedied, and it seems 
to me that that is a more equitable and 
reasonable way in which to deal with 


their cases than to bring them. within the 


provisions of this Bill. 

Senator GRANT (New South Wales) 
[3.7]. — The Minister for Defence 
(Senator Pearce) seems to have given 
the whole case away. But he might 


he has done. ‘He has informed us that, 
because of the fact that some of these men 
contracted illness during their service 
abroad, the Government contemplate 
amending the Old-age and Invalid Pen- 


‘sions Act to bring them within the scope” 


of its operation. The additional expendi- 
ture involved in including the munition 
workers amongst those to whom the gra- 
tuity is to be “paid would not amount to 
very much. That, however, should not 
be the concern of the Committee. The 
question for us is whether these men 
are justly entitled to the same con- 
sideration as other men who went 
oversea to render service during the ‘war. 
I feel certain that a considerable num- 
ber of men will receive the gratuity who 
will not be nearly so much entitled to it 
as are many of the munition 
We have been informed that at least 
seventy of these men have lost their lives 


through having gone abroad. Some cases 


have been brought under my notice of 
munition workers who have not yet re- 
turned to Australia, and who have left 
wives and families here. It seems that, 
under existing legislation, we have no 
power to compel the return of these men 
to their wives and families. They volun- 
tarily terminated, their agreements with 
the authorities abroad, and while, in some 


cases, they are supporting their wives and 


families in Australia, they have declined 


to return to this country after their work 
That may 


in England was completed. 
be somewhat apart from the question 
under consideration, but I remind those 
who may. be 
amendment that the claim which the 
munition workers are able to put forward, 
is so strong that already it has been de- 
cided to extend to them the benefits of 
the provisions of the War Service Homes 
Act. They are entitled to the same ad- 
vantages under that measure as are the 
members of the Australian. Imperial 
Force. Certain allowances were made to 


their wives and families, because of their — 


service abroad, and it is the intention of 


~ 
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good deal further than is 


workers. 


inclined to ° oppose the 


oe 





i 








the Government to extend to them the 
benefits of the Old-age and Invalid Pen- 
sions Act. What Senator Gardiner pro- 
poses is but a trifling extension of the 
consideration which it is admitted is due 
to the munition workers, and I trust that 
his request will be supported. 
Question—That the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to insert the pro- 
posed new paragraph (Senator GarpINER’s 
-request)—put. The Committee divided. 


. yes’. on a eat a 
One. GL qi Maine 
Malority .: ag ne Bp 
AYES, 
Barnes, J. Teller > 
O’Loghlin, Maite Grant, J. 
‘ NOEs. 
Buzacott, R. | Reid, M. 
‘Crawford, T. W. Rowell, J. 
_ Earle, J. Russell, E. J. 
Henderson, G. Senior, W. 0 
Newland, J: | Shannon, J. W. 
' Pearce, G. F. Teller: 
Pratten, H. E. de Largie, H. 
Parrs. 


Gardiner, A. | Millen, E. D. 


Question so resolved in the negative. 

Request negatived. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clause 4— 

(1.) The rate of war' gratuity payable in -re- 
spect of the service of any person specified in 
paragraph (a), (c), (d), or. (e) (i) 
section (1) of the last preceding section shall 
niet eine shilling and sixpence per diem. 

2.) The rate of war gratuity payable in 


raee of the service of any person specified 


in paragraph (b) or (e) (ii) of sub-section 
(1,) of the last preceding section shall be One 
shilling per diem. 
(3.) “The rate of war gratuity payable in re- 
spect of the service of any person specified 
im paragraph (f) of sub-section (1.) of the last 
preceding section shall be One shilling and six- 
pence per diem. 

_ (4.) From the total amount payable in re- 


spect of the service of any person in pur- 


suance of the last preceding sub-section there 
shall be deducted the amount of any war gra- 
tuity paid or payable by the Imperial Govern- 


on ment to or in iii of the service of that 
person. 


Senator PEARCE (Western Andina ee 


‘Minister for Defence) [3.16]—I have 
_ circulated an amendment dealing with 
the cases of persons who died in camp, 
_ the effect of which would be to give to 
their dependants a gratuity at the rate 
of Is. 6d. per day. 


I find, however, that 


i ) some difficulty would be ‘created’ if if pro- 





session closes, an amending -meé 


_, taking on behalf of the CGoveriaene 


“The Imperial Government hay 


of the Australian Imperial Foree 


of sub-. 


| denies bey the 


“weeded with ‘that Ps 































inp that ane pon tau ‘of rps: 
lar men will be dealt with. iB 


probably be ‘submitted in order to git 
effect to our desire in this | onn x1 

Consequently, I do not propose to - 
the amendment which I have ec 
At the same time I give a defini 


the alteration of which a Bag 
made. I now move—_ , 


That the following smenic Ge hei) 
sub-clause 4 ‘‘or any bounty — paid | 
able by that Government on the re-en 
ment of that person in the Imperial For 


Imperial reservists, whose origi 


gagement with them expired during he 


war, and who re-engaged for active 
vice, a bounty of from £20 to & 
that is on all-fours with the gratuit 
which it is proposed to grant to member 
think that we should pay to them the d 
ference between that. bounty and 1 
amount provided for under this Bill. 

Senator GARDINER (New Si 
Wales) [3.18]—I embrace this 0j 
tunity to protest against Senator Pea: 
withdrawal of the amendment of 
had given notice. My protes f 
upon the reason which, he urged 
withdrawal, namely, the fear of 
a constitutional difficulty with’ t 
House. It is surely an unhear 
for a Minister to say that our 
must highs regulated to. suit. pecs con 


the way ofthe ah i buick a 
ment Denman an amendmen 


inne or burden on ibe people 
of that? If we requested + 
Chamber to increase the taxat 
people by the payment. of an 
6d. per day to. certain 

surely the Government wilh 
proceed to obtain the authori 
to give effect to our request. in tl 
nary constitutional way, Dine 


point out that Senator ‘Pearce 








protest against his attitude and’ against 
the Bape te 08 oreo in such a Ope 
Pa 





| Sete sri 
Amendment Poveda ¢ to. 


Senator PEARCE ( rants Australia— 


co EOE for Defence) [3.21].—During 
- the war there were some persons who, at 
_ their own request, were transferred from 
the Australian Imperial Force to the Im- 


_perial Forces, and who, of course, have 


received the Imperial bounty. Conse- 
quently, we ought to provide that the 
gratuity received by such persons from 
this Government shall be reduced by the 
amount received by them from the Im- 
 perial Government. I therefore move— 
| That. the following new sub-clause be 
 added— 
Sik Set Rae) Prem the total Pe payable, in 
-_pursnance of sub-section (3) of this section, 
in respect of the service of any person who 
was transferred from the Commonwealth Naval 

_ or Military Forces to the Imperial Forces or 

the Indian Army, thére shall be deducted the 
- amount of any war gratuity paid or payable 
ty. the: Imperial Government, or the Indian 
Government to or in respect of the service 
NOR that, person.” 

_ Amendment agreed to. 

Clause, as amended, agreed to.. 

| “Clause, 5 (Qualifying period of war 

. _ servic). 

Senator GARDINER (New. South 
Wales) [3.24].—I intend to submit an 
_ amendment, but before doing so I ask 
the’ “Minister for Defence (Senator 
UY esece) to report progress. I desire 

i to insert in sub-clause 2, after the word 

“made,” the words ‘‘in cash,’’.” 

Soy think it will be necessary for me to 

submit. my ae in the form of a re- 
quest. 

ara a CHAIRMAN (Senator Shannon). 















cheerfully 
I know that other 
endments are to be moved which have 
their object, the payment in cash of 
rcentage of the gratuity, and thus , 
hole question of whether its pay- 
at should be in cash or bonds will be 
‘up. The discussion of that ques- 
1 certainly occupy us up to the 
hour of adjournment, so that. 
a Pe sd ctilioedt if Le ticeines be 











8 Moai tnds is a most de sibte one.. [ 


I do 


reported now. I am sure that the Min- 


ister must be satisfied with the progress — 


which has been made. 


Senator PEARCE 4 Western Australia— 


Minister for Defence) [3.25].—I am sorry 


‘that I cannot agree with Senator Gar- — 3 
I am anything but 


diner’s statement. 
satisfied with the progress we have made, 


and, so far from curtailing our ordinary — 
I think that we ought to — 


sitting hours, 
extend them. 


Senator, GARDINER (New South 


Wales) [3.26].—In view of the remarks — 


of Senator Senior last night, I think T 
am abundantly warranted in replying to 
his wilfully and maliciously misleading 
and untrue statements. 


The CHAIRMAN.—Order ! 


language of that kind. 

Senator GARDINER.—Do you, sir, 
rule that I am not in order in saying 
that Senator Senior’s statements were wil- 
fully and maliciously misleading ! 


The CHAIRMAN.—That is. my rul- 


ing. 


Senator GARDINER.—Then I dissent 
from your ruling. I submit my dissent 
in the following ‘form :— 

The Chairman having ruled that my state- 
ment, that Senator Senior’s statements last 
evening in reply to me were wilfully and 
maliciously untrue; is\ out of order, LI jormally 
dissent from his ruling. 


In the Senate: 

The CHatrman of Comurrrers.—t 
have to report that whilst in Committee 
on the War Gratuity Bill Senator Gar- 
diner referred to a statement made by 
another honorable senator yesterday as 
being “ wilfully and maliciously untrue.” 
‘I ruled him out of order, and called upon 
him to withdraw the statement. He ob- 
jects to my ruling. 

The PRESIDENT (Senator the Hon. 
T. Givens).—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees having submitted to me a report 
of what took place in Committee, I hold 


The hon-. 


‘orable senator is not in order in using © 


~ 


that he was right in. ruling | the 
honorable senator out of order. I. 
may also point out that under our 


Standing Orders, and in conformity with 
the well-known practice of Parliament, 
no honorable senator may make  state- 


“ments, either in the Senate or in’ Com-— 


mittee, reflecting in any way on other 
Rancanhle senators or ealculated to inter- 
fere with the conduct of business or to 


disturb the harmony of the Bere 


of the Senate. 


1286. _ War Gratuity 
Senator Garpiner.—lI am rare sur- 
‘prised, Mr. President, at your decision 
on the statement from the Chairman of 
Committees, especially as you did not 
give me an opportunity of explaining why 
I refused to withdraw my statement. 

The PRESIDENT.—The honorable 
senator 1s well aware that under our 
Standing Orders a matter of this kind 
can only be discussed before the Presi- 
dent rises and gives his decision. 

Senator Garpiner.—You never gave 
me an opportunity. If that is the way 
we are to conduct the business in this > 
Senate, what is the use of our going on? 

The PRESIDENT.—The honorable 
senator 1s entirely mistaken. There was 
ample opportunity for him to state his 
reasons while I was considering the re- 
port from the Chairman of Committees. 
if he wishes to dissent from my ruling 
now, he may do so in the manner pro- 
vided by our Standing Orders. 

Senator GARDINER. OT take it, then, 
that IL shall: be: inj cerder “in sub- - 
mitting a motion of dissent from your 
ruling on the ground that you gave your 
decision without affording me an oppor- 

_ tunity to explain my position. I made 

no statement that was likely to disturb 
the harmony of the Committee. ad 
merely referred casually to a statement 
made by an honorable senator on the pre- 
vious day in the Senate, and not in the 
Committee, ‘and so the Chairman of Com- 
mittees could have no knowledge of it, 
and you, sir, as soon as you received the 
report of the. Chairman of’ Committees 
gave your decision without allowing me 


an opportunity Ve being heard. I 
move— 
That the Pranidentts: ruling be dissented 
from. 


The PRESIDENT. — The motion 
must stand over until.the next day of 
sitting unless the Senate decides to deal 
with it forthwith. Standing order No. 
429 provides— 

If any objection is taken to the ruling of 
the President, such objection must be taken at 
once, and in writing, and motion made, which, 
if seconded, shall be proposed to the Senate, 

and debate thereon forthwith adjourned toe 
the next sitting day, unless the Senate decides’ 
- on motion, without debate, that the question 
Ln | requires immediate determination. | 


Senator GARDINER.—I move— 


‘That the question itt faa! immediate de- 
termination. . 





_iseare | Me 


before us. 


on your feet, and I did not have a a 






























debate on the motion. — e ih 
Question ” put, and resol vat ar 


side of the “* Noes.”? ie } 

Senator GARDINER. eee 
Senate is unanimous, although the 
dissentient voices, that this matter 
be decided forthwith. I want h 


senators to realize ithabs 


not discussing my offence 
Chairman of Committees, | 
ciding whether Mr. Presiden 


receiving the statement frol 
Chairman of Committees, was rig 
giving his decision before aM had an 
tunity of speaking. It is a mo; 
portant matter, and one which the | 
must not overlook. \ All the evide 
Mr. Précient came I 
took his seat. The Chairman of Co 
what had geeneeed in “Conia 
handed it to Mr. President thro 
Olerk. Mr.. President then i 


putting my case. 
say, Mr. President, that there wai 
one side to the question; but you, 
being present in the Committee, 
any oflicial knowledge of what | 
in Committee. _-I consider _ at —_ 


time, toe in the ondeayine to sett ea 
important point. Although some 
able senators may joyfully vote 
me, there can be no disputing 1 
that I did not have an -opportt 
speaking. ‘ 
doubtless claim that t am misst 
case. 


Senator Garpinzr.—I am 
stating the case; and ieee se} 
will realize that, in accordance wi 
Standing Orders, and the ust 
mentary practice, an honorabl Ss 
is not in order in speaking 1 Ww 
President 1 is on his feet. I ma 
when the Chairman of C 
handed the document to you, a 


tunity of saying one word eae 
decision’ was erveny if 








"ies ? « , Bess Rake 
Motte War Gratuity 


‘The PRESIDENT (Senator the Hon. 
on. Givens).—The matter is quite simple, ! 
-and I do not intend to occupy 

| ae time, as there is really nothing to 
_ decide. Senator Gardiner has not cor- 
rectly stated the case. The ruling of the 
-' Chairman was handed to me in writing 
by the Clerk, I remained sitting, and 
_ paused for some time to see if any honor- 
able senator desired to speak before J 
rose. Senator Gardiner or any other 
honorable, senator would not have 
infringed our Standing Orders by speak- 
. mg when I was thus seated. . Moreover, 
I was’ quite within my rights in giving 
my decision straight away, as the matter 
was so plain and palpable. My action was 
in accordatice with our usual parliamen- 
tary practice, and Senator Gardiner’s 
statement is not correct. 

Senator Garpinpr.—Ilt is correct, and 
you know it. | 

The PRESIDENT.— It is incorrect. 
Standing order No. 430 provides— 
- Upon a question of order being raised, the 
senator called to order shall resume his seat, 

and after the question of order has been stated 
. to the President by the senator rising to order, 
the President may give his decision thereon, 


_ or-he may first hear further argument een 
| at his discretion. 


Tt was within my discretion, and I mer a 
\exereised my right. 
Senator Garpiner.—It is cae the 
usual attitude you adopt towards me. 
The PRESIDENT.—I followed the 
| usual practice, and in this case paused 
some time before I gave my decision. 
Senator Suannon.—That is correct. 
The RRESIDENT.—I paused suffi- 
hy Reis long to see that no honorable sena- 
tor was prepared to offer any remarks or 
_ to debate the matter, and I thereupon 
_. gave my ruling. It is now for the Senate 
to decide whether my action was right or 
otherwise. 
: Senator O’Locuiin.—My recollection 
of what occurred only a few minutes ago 
ae coincides with that of Senator Gardiner. 
_ think the receipt of the statement from 
_ the Chairman of Committees, the reading 
of it, and the giving of a lan sion was one 
| Pe aunvous action. I wish to call atten- 
tion to standing order No. 440, which, I 
_ think, has an important bearing on this 
“question, It reads— 
i. * - When any senator has been reported as 


; having committed an offence, he shall be called 


ae to stand He in his place and make any 
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ihad-occurred in Committee. 
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explanation or aiselaee he may think fit, and 
afterwards a motion may be moved—* That 
such senator be suspended from the sitting of © 
the Senate.” No amendment, adjournment, or 
debate shall be allowed on such motion, which 
shall be immediately put by the President. 


Whether that is mandatory or not, I do 
not know; but it appears to be obvious 
that an honorable senator called on for a 
breach of the Standing Orders should 
have the opportunity of stating his case; 


‘and I am of the opinion that the attitude 


adopted by Senator Gardiner is a cor- 
rect one. I think he was wrong in ‘dis- 
puting the Chairman’s ruling, but I con- 
sider that his subsequent action was jus- 
tified. 

Senator. SHannon.—I am sorry that 
Senators Gardiner and O’Loghlin have 
adopted the attitude they have, because 
if they reflect for a moment they will 
realize that it would not be competent for 


me to address Mr. President while he was. ~ 


standing. Mr. President was seated in the 
chair when the objection to the Chair- 
man’s ruling was handed to him through 
the Clerk. It was some time before Mr. 
President had read the statement, and 
before he rose Senator Gardiner had every 
opportunity of addressing the Chair. 
The standing order quoted by Senator. 
O’Loghlin relates more directly to an 
apology or a withdrawal, but this is a’ 
case of an objection to a ruling. | 
The PRESIDENT. — That standing 
order does not apply in this instance. I 
think it will be clear to honorable sena- 
tors that Senator Gardiner had every 
opportunity to discuss my ruling. | 
Senator GarpineR.—There is not much 
to reply to, as the facts are plain. You, 
Mr. President, came into the chamber 
without any official knowledge of what 
You had re- 
ceived from the Chairman of Committees 
a statement which was handed to you by 
the Clerk. You ‘rose in your place, and 
until you did so there was not anything 
before the Senate. The Committee had 
ceased to sit, and we were then in the 
Senate, and I had no right to address you 
until there was something before us.. Im- 
mediately you read the complaint, I fully 
expected that I would have the right to 
speak; but apparently you had prejudged 
the matter, and then gave your decision. 


The PRESIDENT.—The honorable 
senator must withdraw that remark, as 





‘an honerable senator to reflect PON: a 
decision given by the Chair. : 
Senator GarpINER.—You, sir, must 
have prejudged my statement, because 
you have already said there was really 
nothing to decide. 
The PRESIDENT. — The honorable 


senator must withdraw his reflection on 





the Chair. 

Senator GARDINER. NY OU Car | do what 
you like. 

The PRESTIDENT.—1I a ruled 


that Senator Gardiner’s remark was -a. 


reflection on the Chair, and I ask that 
it be withdrawn. Apart altogether 
_ from any personal feeling, it is essential 
fer the proper and harmonious working 
of any deliberative body that itg rules and 
practices should be honoured by eve 
member of it. It is one of the rules of 
the Senate—a rule adopted. by every 
deliberative assembly in the world—— 
that the Presiding Officer must not 
be reflected upon by any member 
of the Senate. Senator Gardiner’s 
remark about myself, which, of course, 
has no effect upon me 
but affects my position as President, I 
took to be a distinct reflection upon the 
Chair. I have asked the honorable 
senator to withdraw it, and until he 
does so I do not think that the Senate 
1) Should: proceed further with the discussion. 
As it is 4 o'clock, I have now, under 
- the Sessional’ Order, to put the motion, 
E yon must be decided without debate— 
That the Senate do now adjourn, 


Question—-That the Senate do now ad- 


‘i 


















_ journ—put. The Senate divided. 
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pointed. i I 
aie so resaly 
The PRESIDENT.- 

Senator Gardiner, in « a 

usual practice, will eet 

to withdraw thé reflecti ae 
intentionally or otherwise 
the Chair. He may he 
innocently, but in any ¢ 
of that kind ought to by 
Senator GARDINER.— — 


on are a s0ed ewe 
mato Iomade a statement 


am not ears at pi! a sl 
honorable senators will not 
pantly what I am saying in earl 
statement I made was that 
your decision, or in the after « 
said that my offence was sa oby: 
‘it was at your discretion to! do 
things. I said that that showec 
had prejudged the matter. ° 
nothing offensive in saying t 
a statement of simple fact. 
Senator Pzarce.—You ha 








plished your uti Meet: 
wind up? 
Senator Ganpreee.— Ti th 


apologize io you, sir. . 

Question—That the Pr 

be dissented ron ae 
divided. ‘ 

POWER es 

EN es... 


\ 


TARE 4 
Barnes, PN 
Gardiner, A. 


Bakhapy too Kits 
Buzacott, R. 
Guthrie, R. 8. 
Henderson, G. 
Newland, J. 
Pearce, G. F. 
Plain, W.. 
Question SO gel : 
in Committee's) 5? 2 y 
The CHAIRMAN Goon 
—I now ask Senator Gar 
draw the words " bi Peet: ni 
peemnnd th, 





% iy ? 


ie Pao igtar Campin, bes Besa that you 


are all wrong— 
~The CHAIRMAN. —The YALE Ai 
senator is not in order in reflecting on 
5, I again ask the honor- 








‘the Committee. 
able senator to withdraw the words, 

_ ‘Senator Garpiner.—I rose to make 
’ an unreserved apology, and my ‘first sen- 





‘tence was ‘only | half out of my mouth > 


when you interrupted me. You would 
_ have found that there was nothing offen- 
sive in it, if ape had allowed me to finish 
it. 

“The CHAIRMAN. —I beg the honor- 
able senator’s pardon. He said, ‘‘ You 
are all wrong.”’ That in itself wag a 
complete sentence, and constituted a re- 

ce Hegrion on the Committee. 
‘Senator “Garpiner.— What I was 
1 idhoae ‘to. say was that honorable senators 
_ are all wrong in interpreting my action 
towards this Committee as one of de- 
 Viberate offence. Therefore, realizing 
that honorable senators had acted under 
a wrong impression, it was my intention 


to bow to your ruling. Do you now rule . 


that the words ‘‘you are all wrong,”’ 
used in that fashion, are out of order? 
The CHAIRMAN.—Not in that sense. 
Senator Garpiner.—Then I will let 
oh he stand at that. 
_ all wrong in interpreting my action in the 
_ way ‘they have, but as they have inter- 
_ preted it in that way, I withdraw the 
words as you, sir, direct ‘me to do. — 
ve i cthegs reported. 


: af | ADJOURNMENT, 
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~ Senator PEARCE (Western Australia— 













ie ee » maption: I oe to 


enter my protest against certain proceed- 
en this eae which, mE SAY, im el 


r ‘Garprver—Are you, sir, 
zoing to permit that statement by the 
M inister for Defence to “pass unchal- 
Ms lenged? _ | 
re " The PRESIDENT (Senator the Hon. 
‘T. Givens) Bh either the SaspihaNee mor any 


: Beserapon the proceedings of Bi bknvnt 

re are way any’ more than he is entitled 

tor ode aa any member of the Parlia- 
ou 


Honorable senators Aare i 


“ns ee 1920.} 


’ 


n oe for Defence) [4. 16] .—I move— 


day 


ue 


--y989 


Adjournment. Hi 
ment. I ask the Minister to withdraw sme 
statement. 


Senator. Pxarce.—L withdraw, but I 
express my regret that, in my judgment, : 
time which should have been devoted to 
the passing of a Bill in the interests of 


the soldiers of this country has been : 


otherwise used. | 

Senator Gaxprner—Is the ‘Minister — 
to ‘be allowed to make a conditional with- 
drawal ? ay a 

Senator GRANT (New South Wales) ° 
[4.18].—I think the Minister for Defence 
would have been well advised if yester- 
evening he had _ decided to 
go on with the consideration of 
the War Gratuity Bill imstead of ad- 
journing at a. little after 10 o'clock. 
There was no reason whatever why we 
should not have continued the considera- 
tion of the measure until much later last 
night, especially 1f the Minister was so 
very anxious, as he suggests, to push it 
through. 

Senator GARDINER 
Wales) [4.19].—The 
by the Mimister for Defence was 
cone of the most extraordinary I 
have ever heard. His withdrawal was, 
in my opinion, against the Standing 
Orders and against all the practice and 
procedure of the Senate. He was called 
upon to withdraw a statement which 


South 


made 


(New 


statement 


honorable senators must admit was a re- | 


flection upon the whole of the Senate, 
and he withdrew it with a condition 
which I would not have been permitted 
to attach to a withdrawal. 


The PRESIDENT.—Order! That is 
a reflection on the Chair. 
Senator pe Larare.—He half with- 


drew; is not that sufficient ? 
Senator GARDINER.—It¢ is not suffi- 
cient for me. I have been bound down — 
to, unconditional withdrawals. JI want 
to say that, so far as withdrawals are 
concerned, if Ministers may make con- 
ditional withdrawals, which, in my judg- 
ment, constitute as great an offence as 
the original statement objected to, pri- 
vate members of the Senate must have 
the same right. The balance must be 
held evenly, and if Ministers set a bad 
example, they have themselves and not 
private members of the Senate to blame 
if that example is followed. What hap- 
pened with regard to the War Gratuity. 


Bill? As a matter of fact, we have been 
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Betnally hurrying through the lanes to- 
day. Provisions affording legitimate 
scope for lengthy debate have been 
hurried through. When we came to a 
finance clause, at 3.40 p.m., Cone 
which a good deal could be ‘said 
Senator PEarcre.—No. At 3.25 p.m 
Senator GARDINER.—Very well, I 
‘do not mind a difference of five or ten 
minutes. When we came to that im- 





- portant clause at that time, in view of 
‘the fact that I knew there must be a 
long debate upon it, [-asked the Minister | 
for Defence to carry it over until next 
week. It would not ‘have put us any 
further ahead to have debated the mat- 

ter for thirty-five minutes to-day and_ 
have to begin its consideration again at 


our next sitting. 

Senator Prsxcu.—Because the honor- 
able senator could not get his own way he 
wasted the whole of the rest of the time. 


Senator GARDINER—Not at. all. 


That is where the Minister constitutes 


himself 4 person able to read what is in 
other ~peoples’ minds. I had scarcely 


commenced to debate the clause in Com- 


mittee, and when the Minister assumes 
that because he had refused my request 
to adjourn it was my intention to delay 
things, he assumes something which was 
not correct. 


The PRESIDENT. — The honeable 


senator will excuse me for interrupting 


him, but the whole of this discussion is 
out of order, since there can be’ no 


- allusion in the Senate to speeches and 


proceedings in Committee. 
Senator GARDINER.—I realize that 


if there ean be no reference to the matter 


‘I eannot debate it. But a certain charge 
and a lopsided withdrawal of it have been 


_ made by the Minister for Defence, and 
you must realize the position in which I 


am placed. I do not wish to prolong the 


difficulty, but I tell the Minister that if 


he regarded: my antagonism to the Chair- 
man as antagonism to him he was as- 


- suming something that he had no right 
_ to assume. So far as the War Gratuity 


Bill is concerned—can I discuss that on 


_ the motion for the adjournment? 


The PRESIDENT.—No. The honor- 


- able senator in doing so would be antici- 
pating the discussion of a mattér which in 


ve if he will have a full opportunity to discuss. 


‘Senator: GARDINER.—I realize that | 


I will be out of order in discussing what & 


q 


%; 


_ ment ed to the utilization a 









































time has been RA T may e ; 7 
I have no objection to the Sena ; 
ing to-morrow if he cares to withdre w his 
present motion. Ree 


Senator Rew. —Some honorabl 
tors are going home now. 


Senator GARDINER. 4 chook 
able senator thinks that such a v8 
would not secure the support of a majo1 
[ shall be prepared to vote with hon ra 
senators opposite and meet them in 
most ample way, but they should n 
make an excuse that twenty minutes ti 
has been wasted. I hope that the ¢ 
ter for Defence in connexion with 
further consideration of the War Gra 
Bill will not act as he has acted to 
I trust that he will not Sta ‘te! 
conclusions. | 


I take advantage. of. the note 
the adjournment of the Senate to hah 
tion one or two matters to which eb 
should like to call attention. I referr ¥ 
to-day to a statemént made by Mr. 
concerning the Defence Departm« 
the effect that there is, and has’ beer 


in that Department. There is i 
Department, ‘according to- the . 
of a gentleman who occupied a 
terial position at the beginning 
war, a clique opposed to ability 
\says it is still there, and he wai 
members of it rooted out of thei 
outs, or words to that effect. 
like to know from -the Minister { 
fence if he is prepared to add to 
information he gave me in reply 
question I addressed to him this 
The, Minister seemed to think tha 
ing the matter before him in 
of a question was merely anothe 
of giving effect to some of the 
passed on the Government during 
war, but there was no oc¢easion fo: 
to make that statement, becat 


who, during the war, was never n 
his support of the Minister. 0 
ous in his criticism. of the Go 





fe a Adjournment. 


| “upon which he spoke, and if there is in 


the Defence Department. a. 
_ strongly entrenched in their dugouts as 
to be regarded as an adverse 


rv 


influence 


_ against the advancement of men with per- 


haps more intellect than themselves, the 
Senate could not use the opportunity for 
speaking on the motion for the adjourn- 
ment in a better way than by discussing 
the matter. It is a grave charge that on 
the Head-Quarters Staff, among the men 
responsible for the future defence of this 
country, there is a clique so secure in 
their positions that they can, as it were, 
prevent any one of superior ability from 
approaching them or disturbing them in 
those positions; and instead of the Minis- 
‘ter petulantly saying that: the matter was 
merely raised for the purpose’ of em- 
barrassing Ministers, he should ascertain 
whether there is any possib.lity of such a 
cliqué in the Defence Department being 
able to use its powers to the detriment 
of the defence of Australia. It may 
happen that there is a social set in the 
Department which looks upon men who 
have worked their way up from the 
ranks as beneath it. It nearly always 
happens that the man who works his way 
up from the ranks has the most ability, 
and im consequence is marked out for 


. treatment which should not be meted out 
_ to him. When Senator Russell was acting 


‘as Minister for Defence, I brought under 
his notice | the treatment of Captain 
Hayne, whose health, if not his life, was 


lost in the service of ‘the Defence Depart- 


ment. He had been a sergeant-major, 


and had passed excellent examinations, 


because of the trouble brought about 
by the 


and. when he left the Department 


hard work ~he had . under- 


taken, the administration actually can- 


Helled his name from the : list “which 


_ showed the record of those who did ser- 


vice in the organization of the Australian 


eee 


Imperial Force. 


Senator Russell ad- 


- mitted that it was a mistake, but I could 


bring forward letters to show that twelve 
“months previously the Department had 


_ been .informed of the mistake and refused 





to rectify it. 
this officer of his record, and it was only 
when the matter was mentioned in Par- 
liament that we got the admission that 
: Captain: Hayne’s name had 
_ by error. 
: oe were published, ean mare 





They were anxious to rob 


een omitted 
When the list of records of 


/ 
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clique so: 


‘done in any other way. 


tion on our part. 
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and others complained that their services 
had been overlooked. I asked him what 
the trouble was, and he replied that it 
was because he was a ranker. However, 
he is now outside the Service, and the ~ 
administration cannot interfere with him, 
or hurt him in any way, but there is an” 
impression in the minds of many that 
there is a clique in the Defence Depart- 
ment who believe that they are “‘ the salt 
of the earth ’’ and consider that men who 
have worked their way up from the ranks. 
are to be treated as they see fit to treat 
them. ‘These are the facts, yet the Min- 
ister is petulant when I bring. under 
his attention the statement of a 
gentleman which I thought honorable . 
gentlemen opposite would take notice of. 
Mr. Kelly has a very acute mind. 


' We know his attitude with regard to 


General “Bridges. When he found that 
officer on a trip to Darwin on a com- 
paratively trivial matter, he took the 
responsibility of cancelling the trip and 
telegraphing his decision to the other 
Ministers. As a consequence, General 
Bridges was recalled to Melbourne. All 
this is evidence of incapacity, or worse, 
on the part of the Defence administration. 
I take it from Mr. Kelly’s statement that 
General Bridges was to be shifted to 
Darwin, so that an inferior might take 
his place in Melbourne. It could not be 
According to 
Mr. Kelly’s statement, these men are still 
at Head-Quarters, and if that is the case, 
it is not good for the country or the De- 
partment. I hope that the Minister will 
see that there is more reason to look into 


‘these things with an earnest desire to 


improve his Department than to act petu- 
lantly and say that charges are hurled 
at the Government with a view to harass- 
ing Ministers. There was no such inten- 
I have no desire to 
make any declaration of war against the . 
Government or the Minister for Defence, - 
but now that the great war is over, I 


‘shall not be sparing in my criticism of 


the Minister or his Department, in the 
hope that such criticism will bring about 
a remedy for any evils that may exist. 
He may be petulant when a question is 
asked, but before many months he will 
Gnd that there is plenty of room for com- 
plaint. 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 
Senate adjourned at 4.22 p.m. 
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Mr. Spraxzr (Hon. W. Elliot Johnson) 
took the chair at 11 am., and read 
prayers. 3 


BUILDING TRADES DISPUTE. 
Mr. BLUNDELL.—wWill the Govern- 


ment endeavour to provide special facil- 
ties to enable the builders’ labourers’ case 
to be heard before the Federal Industrial 
Court? There is .a strike in the build- 
ang trade in South Australia, and, I 
think, in every other State, and there is 
great difficulty in obtaining a hearing of 
the dispute. | 


Sir JOSEPH GOOK.—I am afraid 


that my honorable friend has touched 
upon a very troublesome question. 

Mr. Tupor.—As I said. the.other day, 
the difficulty of getting to the Court is 
ereating industrial unrest. 


Sir JOSEPH COOK.—In my Son: 
the Court has completely broken down. 
If we go on as at present, we shall want a 
Court for each State, and half-a-dozen 
within a State. I shall see what can be 
done to facilitate the matter. 


“ARC” WIRELESS SYSTEM. 


Mr. MARR asked the Minister for the 
Navy, upon notice— 


1, Whether the Naval Board has approved 
of the installation of the “Are.” system of 
wireless telegraphy in Australia? 

2, At how many stations have the sets been 
installed, and have they proved successful? 
3. Was a. set installed .at the Melbourne 

station? 

How Jong did it take to install? ° 

What was the cost of the set? 

What was the cost of installing the set? 
Was a set installed at Perth station? 
How. long did it take to install? 

What was the cost of the set? 

10. What. was the cost of installing the set? 
41, For what. particular purpose. was this 
'“\system installed? 

12. Has that purpose been achieved? 

13.. How many wireless. receiving sets have 
been made at the Randwick wireless works, and 
installed at stations? 

14. What has been the cost per set? 

15. Is it a fact: that these sets have proved 
most unsatisfactory, and that the operators 
use the old receivers in preference? 

16. Ig ita fact that wireless gear worth thou- 
_ sands of pounds: ordered urgently: in 1916, and 


Se oe 


“* Arc” Wareless cabanas TATIVES. ; 






delivered that year at the Ponnalih “Mins po 


tion, is still awaiting installation at: iat 
station? 


Sir JOSEPH COOK.—The answers” 
to the honorable member’s questions are - 


as’ follow :— AP ee 
1. Yes; at certain stations. 1 pha i 
2 Four: . Yes EGE ilaares 
3. Yes. Ra Soni Nee 
4. Approximately, three weeks. - Faye Rae 
5. £890. LNG ERAN 
6 £75, Gi ant a as 
7. Yes: 


8. Ae eoeuaieley three weeks: 
9. See answer to questiom 5. _ ahd tar sem 


10.. Approximately, £90. | 
11. For Naval Defence purposes. oo A eats ah 
12. Yes: it i 


13. Twenty-five an have been made and de- . 
livered; 6 sets have been installed; the: re- ve vt 
mainder are awaiting installation by. the Tes. i$ 
fitting parties. ee 

14, “£110. 

15:. No. 

16, No, ath ens 
ANZAC TWEED. cite 

Mr. HIGGS asked the Minton Te- 
presenting the ee for Hee a, 
upon notice— ae 

i. Is it the intention of the Regakaations De: yn 
partment. to offer facilities for the extension 
to the country districts of the Anzac tweed in+ Bis 
dustry? : Mis ee 

2. Is: it true that tweed is obtainable: from. ARC, 
the Anzac Tweed Trust only through tailors: rare 
from whom suits have been ordered? at aR ute 

3. Is it true that women who desire to roel iyi 


their own costumes are not permitted to obtain — on 
Anzac tweeds? Dai eal 


Mr. POYNTON.—The manufacture oa 
of Anzac tweed has, under an agreement, 
been handed over to a Trust composed — 
of members of the Returned Sailors and ~ 
Soldiers Imperial League of Australia, 
and the question of extension, if. anyipaey | 
more a matter for that body. The Trust 
referred to determines how, and on what 
conditions, the output of the tweed fac- My 
tory shall ‘be distributed. | on 

















ADJOURNMENT OF PARLIAMENT. eee ie 


Mr, JOWETT asked the Prime Min 


ister, upon notice— — 


In order to allow Federal members oh ttle. 
most distant parts of Australia to be present “iy 
in their own States during the visit of His — yee 
Royal Highness:the Prince of Wales to such 
States, will the Prime Minister endeavour lia 
arrange for igis Parliament to go into ae . 
remain in recess during the whole term of th 
visit of His Royal Highness to Australia? ti 


Mr. HUGHES. —Yes. 


VISIT OF PRINCE OF WALES, Hea 








aa 







pes —) PRICK OF WHEAT. 
Mr. FENTON (for Mr. Brennan) 


hye ih 
rua 


asked the Minister for Trade and Cus- 


toms, upon notice— 


j 








', Government for fixing the price of wheat? 

_ 2. Is it done by regulation or proclamation; 
and, if either, can the Minister supply dates 

and particulars? | 


=. 


Y take effect?) . ; 
Mr. GREENE.—The answers to the 
honorable member’s questions are as fol- 
low —. | | 
1. The price of f.a.q. wheat is fixed by the 
_ Australian Wheat Board, which is composed 
_of representatives of the Governments of the 
Commonwealth, and the States of New South 
' Wales, Victoria, South Australia, and Western 
Australia; also representatives of the wheat- 
_ growers in those States. At present, the only 
use to which such f.a.q. wheat is put is the 
making of flour. The price of wheat below 
fia.q. is fixed by the State Government, but 
naturally such price is dependent upon the 
price fixed by the Australian Wheat Board for 
f.a.q. wheat. The price-of wheat for export is 
fixed by the Australian. Wheat, Board, which 
is the only exporter. 
2. No. The price for f.a.q. wheat is ‘fixe 
_ by decision of the Australian Wheat Board, 
which decision is promulgated direct to the 
State authorities. 
3. From the date the decision is promul- 
_ gated by the Australian Wheat Board. 


"DIRECTOR OF NAVIGATION. 


upon notice— } 
i. Is it a fact that, in connexion with the 
‘filling of the position of Director of Navigation, 
_ the Government made.a selection without first 
- obtaining recommendations from the Permanent 
- Head of the Department and the Public Ser- 
_ vice Commissioner, as contemplated by section 
_ 31 of the Commonwealth Public Service Act? - 
2. Was the matter referred to the Permanent 
Head and the Commissioner, and did they 
‘strongly recommend the appointment of Mr. 
East as the applicant best qualified for the 
position? = i 
_ 3. Is it a fact that the officer mentioned has 
for eight months filled the position of Acting 
I ireetor and of Chairman of the Marine Coun- 
cil with» marked ability, and to the entire 
satisfaction of his Minister and of all the 
Marine interests affected? 


Mr. TUDOR asked the Prime Minister, 













Me 


4 
Bt 


, ‘re 
= 


u 
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¥ 1s What is the ‘machinery. adopted by the 


_3. At what precise stage does the fixation 
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Navigation. 


of Navigation in all the great English-speak- 
ing countries, namely, in Great Britain, Can- 


ada, United States of America, and New Zea- ~ 


land, are none of them nautical 
possessing any nautical experience? 

6. Did the-Government make any inquiries * 
or obtain any advice as to the qualifications — 
uecessary far the position; if so, from whom? 

7. Is it a fact that Mr. East was the depart- 
mental officer who, undér his Minister, handled 
the Navigation Bill, and advised Ministers dur- 
ing its passage through Parliament in 1912. 
and im that connexion rendered services for 
Which he was specially thanked by Ministers 
concerned ? f 


8. Is it a fact that Mr, East is reputed, by 
those competent to judge, to possess an excep- 
tionally thorough knowléedge of the Navigation 
Act and of the constitutional limitations in its — 
application ? 

9. Is not Mr. East admittedly also an 
officer with high administrative qualifications, 
and possessing exceptional ability and experi- 
ence in organizing work? 


men, or 


10. Have’ the requirements of section 31 of 
the Public Service Act regarding the statement 
of reasons for not approving a recommendation 
within seven days been complied with; if not, 
why not? 

11. Was the Prime Minister asked to receive 
a deputation representative of the Public Ser- 
vice recarding the matter, and requested to 
hold over the appointment in the meantime? 

12, Seeing that the position of Director has 
been vacant since the death of the late Director, 
nearly five years ago, and that the commence- 
ment of the Navigation Act has been postponed 
for an indefinite period, what special reason 
existed for the haste now displayed in the 
matter? | i 


Mr. HUGHES.—The answers to the 
honorable member’s questions are as fol- 


low — 


1. Yes. It is pointed out when the appoint- 
ment of the late Captain Davies, the first 
Director, was made, the Cabinet of which the 
honorable member was a Minister, dealt with 
the applications before they were sent to the 


‘Public Service Commissioner for a reconimen- 


dation, and on the recommendation of ‘the hon- 
orable member rejected the recommendation of 
the Permanent Head that a layman in the 
Service should be appointed as Director, and 
insisted upon the apponitment of a nautical 
man from outside the Commonwealth Service. 
It will thus be seen that the two Governments 
were practically in entire agreement in policy 
and method of appointment. 
B.. Yes. 

a Veg: 

. Yes. 

. Yes. 

. Repeated requests and recommendations 
were made by those immediately associated 


SH Ot Co FO 


_ with seafaring matters in the Commonwealth 


that only a nautical man should be appointed 
to the position. . 
4 
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Captain Davies, the first Director, was the 
expert who attended Parliament and on whom 
the Government relied for advice on all tech- 
nical and practical matters. 
‘8. Yes. : 
9. Mr...Fast is a good officer, but it is not 
--eonsidered he possesses the qualifications stated 
in the degree the question would appear to 
suggest. 
(10. Yes.. 
11. Yes.’ 
12. It is not proposed to postpone the .com- 
mencement of the Navigation Act for an in- 
definite period. The necessary preliminary or- 
ganizing work was being delayed owing to the 
appointment not being “made. It- was, there- 
fore, necessary to make the appointment at the 
earliest possible moment. 


Sen car 


j 


POSTAL INSTITUTE. 
Mr. FLEMING asked the tie iater ie 
General, upon notice— : <F, 


Is it intended to peed the Postal Taatibite. 
- as established. in Victoria, to other States? ot 


. Mr, WISE.— Yes; as soon as the neces- 
sary accommodation is available. 


SUGAR IMPORTS. 
INSURANCE AND EXCHANGE. 


Mr. TUDOR asked ‘the Renee fhe 


Trade and Customs, upon notice— 


Referring to replies given on the SS on a 
last to, the questions of the honorable member 
for Yarra in connexion with sugar, will the 
Minister give full particulars as to insurance 
and exchange charges for the 70,000 tons of 
sugar imported from Java and Fiji? 


Mr. -GREENE.—The answer to. the 
- honorable member’s question is as fol- 
lows: 


On the 66,000 tons of sugar imported from 


Java, the insurance rate varied from 9s. 9d. 


per cent. to 10s. lld. per cent., and the ex- 

change from 15s. per cent. to 17s. 6d. per cent. 
On the 4,000 tons of Fiji sugar the rate of 

insurance was 8s. per cent.; exchange, nil, 


é 


NICKEL COINAGE. 


Mr. HIGGS asked the Acting Trea- — 


-@urer, upon notice— aay: 


| Is it true that the Government propose to 
_ issue square-shaped instead of round nickel 
coins? ", 


Sir JOSEPH COOK. —No decision © 


~ has yet been arrived at in regard to this 
oc nae Aan ) 


by ; fi 


Ts (veg but it should be A en that: the late 


of this House; and, if deemed 








[REP RESEN 

























wpon notice— 


oe Seeing . that the i 
carriers’ award was finalized | by | 
Powers on the 3rd March, 
Arbitration Court on- the i2th } 
was placed-on the table of the Ho 
26th March, why is it that the award- 
only payable. as from the. 26th Apr 

2. Will the Minister favorably | e 
" queStion, of paying the an rates, a 
Ist April instant? . i 


aie Sho ee AND War . 
parce as i; 


apeial: the Minister for Tepe 
upon notice— » 
Whether all iuatioe workers \ w 
from the Commonwealth \-for — 

either under direct contract with ‘th 
ment or otherwise, participate _ in 


Settlement and WwW: ar ‘Service: nen 
sions? _ yi 


fat zs Uaiaae them et 
settlement seheinee The ee 


Tasmania ie pea to ne 
is being awaited from ans Hee 
_lian Government. 


Mr. “HAY en, the Pr 


2. Tf sO, will MN ine hen same : 
a statement thereon? 


~ nor favoured thereby. 
: Cs the right to a fair run. 


e; _ Australian Soldiers’ 


we Vi Sl 2 RR ee A © Sr On 
aR Tee ty eee at ‘ patie 
- “ ¢ | 
se HI We AS Ree? ; cis ay 
, ix >) : 
a 
UP, bees F 
; j 
ek ‘i 
2 
t 
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ra 


bar “HUGHES. —I am unable to an- 

; ae this question in its present form, for 

_ the reason that communications are con- 

_ tinually being received from the Central 
— Wool Committee. 


- WOOL TOPS AGREEMENT. 
Mr. RODGERS asked the ane Min- 


ister, wpon notice— 

Whether the Government is Rass to allow 
to the Australian wool-growers in respect of 
the wool supplied to the Colonial Combing, 
Spinning, and Weaving Company under con- 
tract for the manufacturing of wool tops, the 

same share of profits in such wool as if it 
formed part of the wool sold to the Imperial 
Government? 


iM HUGHES.—Yes. 


AUSTRALIAN SOLDIERS?’ 
REPATRIATION BILL. 

‘In Committee (Consideration resumed 
from 15th April, vide page ak 

Clause 7 agreed to. 

- Clause 8— 

(1) The Commission shall consist of three 

kembers who shall be appointed by the 

overnor-General. 

(2) A duly authenticated organization, re- 
cognised or acknowledged by the Minister as 
_ being a body representing returned soldiers 

throughout the Commonwealth, may submit to 
the Minister a list containing’ ‘the names of not 
less than three persons from which the organi- 
gation recommends that a selection be made of 
_ @ person to be appointed as one of the Com- 
‘missioners, and the Governor-General may ap- 
point a person selected from that list tobe 
one of the toners. ; 


° Iq 


Mr. TUDOR yaa rit. 11] oy was 
glad to hear the Minister say last night 
that there was no justification for the 
statement in the press that persons had 
_ .already been selected as members of the 
‘Commission, and I then expressed the 
hope that those whose names had been 
mentioned would neither be prejudiced 
Every applicant 
Sub-clause 
2 provides that a duly authenticated 
organization recognised or acknowledged 
_ by the Minister as representing returned 
> eoldiers throughout the Commonwealth 
may submit to him the names of not less 
_ than three persons from which a selection 


Pat as recommended of the person to be .ap- 


fer iaied a Commissioner, and the 
_ Governor-Gerieral may appoint as one of 
the Commissioners a person selected from 
“ Ghat list. In my Opinion, no organiza- 





soldiers to ascertain 


tion should be recognised as the only body . 
eligible to submit names. As I have 
already pointed out, the trade unions re- 
present from 70 per cent. to 100 per cent. 


- of the workers in the various trades that. 


are organized, but the Victorian Govern- 
ment has never asked them to recommend 
persons for appointment to Wages Boards. 
Instead of that being done, a ballot of 
those employed in a trade has been taken, 
and there should be a ballot of the 
the name of the 
person whom they would recommend for - 
the position of Commissioner. ~ Later, I 
shall move an amendment to that effect. 
Mr. FENTON (Maribyrnong) [11.13]. 
—I do not know whether the Minister has 
given the reason for the appointment of 
a Commission of three members: I 
understand that originally pensions 
claims were dealt with by a Board of ~ 
three, but that it was found. more con- 
venient to allow the Deputy Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in each State to deal 
with the work, and that the determination 
of questions arising in connexion. with 
the granting of pensions has thus been 
considerably facilitated. A Commission 
of three members with a quorum of two 
would require the investigation ef every 
ease by at least two persons; and that 
would be likely to occupy more time than 
if the work were done by one person. I 
am informed that in Victoria alone pen- 
sion eases are being dealt with now at the 
rate of about 1,000 a week. In New 
South Wales the number would be greater, 
and there are the other States as well. 


Mr. Porynron.—aAre you referring only 
to war pensions : 

Mr. FENTON —1I am referring to 
soldiers’ pensions. The Minister may 


reply that very soon all cases will have 
been dealt with, at any rate, so far as the 
initial stages are concerned. .But he 
must be aware that in connexion with” 
old-age pensions and war pensions the 
review of cases has occupied a consider- 
able time. + It ig unwise to depart from 
the salutary rule of allowing one man to 
deal with all minor cases. No doubt it 
is necessary that major and special eases 
should be dealt with by the Commission 
as a body, but if one member is able to 
deal with minor cases and details the 
work will be expedited, and the soldiers 
will benefit accordingly. I am afraid 
that the provision that two members ‘shall 


~~ 
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war pensions. 
Commissioners themselves will decide how... 
the work shall be dealt with. 


‘provision that two 


ae het ; ne hy ies ai tee 
f Rane ee 





: form a | quorum will mean hint no ‘action ans 
ean be taken by a Commissioner in the > 


absence of a quorum, and the appending 
of two signatures to every minor matter 
will mean delay. Two men, however in- 
telligent, will take longer to deal with a 


matter than will one competent person. 


Mr. POYNTON (Grey—Assistant Min- 


_ ister) [11.19].—This clause deals geue- 


ally with the Commissioners, and covers 


the whole activities of the Repatriation 


Department. Those activities include 


But I take it that the 


Foriiae 
stance, they may agree that one of their 


“number shall deal with pensions, allowing 


an appeal from his decision to the full 
Commission. So far as I can see, there 


is nothing in the clause or in the Bill to 


prevent the Commissioners apportioning 
the work exactly as the honorable member 


has suggested. Mi 


Mr, Fenton. What is meant by the 
shall form a quorum? 

‘Mr. POYNTON.—That refers to the 
official administration of the Department. 
Tf there is anything in the honorable 


member’s objection we may have an op- 
portunity to review the clause at a later 


stage. 
Mr. LAZZARINI (Werriwa) [11. 21]. 


—TI support the objection raised by the 


Leader of the Opposition in regard to 
sub-clause 2. It is well known to hon- 
orable members that there is more than 
one returned soldiers’ organization in 
the Commonwealth, and it seems arbi- 
trary that the Minister should pick out 
one, and give to it the right to nominate 
a representative of returned soldiers. 
That provision is likely to lead to dis- 


satisfaction, and cause some soldiers to 


lose faith in the Repatriation Commis- 
sion. I urge the Minister to accept the 
suggestion that all soldiers should have 


a right to vote for the selection of their 
representatives on the Commission, just 


as all the members engaged in a trade 


are allowed to ballot for the election of 
a representative on a Wages Board. I 
_ do not say that the Minister will be pre- 


re judiced in his selection of a man, but 


the fact remains that according to this. 


 elause the Minister will have to pick out 








one. organization as officially bal cai 
i ing: all returned soldiers. AL BG 


- them, but I think that all’ return 


hegre oe organi | 




































































authenticated — organization 
knowledged by the Ministe: 
representing ”’ be’ struck o 
If the amendment is carrie 
move to insert the words, oe 
be taken of.” The sub-claus 
read. that a ballot shall : +t: 
turned soldiers throughou 
monwealth. A al 
Mr) Ment 2 Ww 
practicable? . ol 
Mr. TUDOR. AG any rate, 
should be given the opport: 
ing their representative. mi 
hand over to the executive of | 0 


is not one State in which there 
two or more organizations of U 
soldiers, and the strongest b y in 
State is not necessarily ‘the. r 
others. I have no. quarrel witk 


should be placed on an equality 

was a great deal of heart-burnin: 
recent conference of rou eas : 
Adelaide. 


organization have broken | “away 





Hate been declared “ black. ON 
States the parent organization 
declared ‘ black.’ 


Mr. ee ' 
able. nee pee 





ae TUDOR. Bayi Minis 
have to recognise one orgal 
object to that. os de ee 

Mr. Mine ra urs” 
meant, “‘A” means’ “ai 

Mr. TUDOR.—This sul 
that the executive of the I 
and Soldiers Association wi 
selection. 1 do not think tl 
wise. If the amendment is 
patriation will be placed on 
ing than if the sub-clause i is 
its present formic ys) 

Mr. MAHON ean 
simpler way of attaining the ok 
at by the Leader of the O Pp | 
be to omit the words: ‘oh 

cated organization,” 






A aginc naan oS ae 
Australian Soldiers’ 


nae 
me) 
lad 


Sty hagas! 
x Sete Bs 
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My. Arxixnson.—That is what the sub- 


- clause means now. 
Mr. MAHON.—No. If that amend- 
ment were made it would obviate the 
“necessity for the Minister to inquire into 
the character of an organization in order 
to certify that it was duly authenticated, 
and it would save him from any suspicion 
of political bias or influence in selecting 
one organization in preference to another. 
An organization must be “ duly authenti- 
cated”? by somebody, and that somebody 
must be outside the organization itself. 
This means, of course, that the Minister 
will have to decide whether an or- 
ganization is “duly authenticated”; but 
my suggestion leaves it open to any or- 
ganization throughout the Commonwealth 
to submit three names. Even supposing 
an organization represents only a fraction 
‘of the soldiers, what harm is done by 
_- allowing that organization to submit three 
‘names, seeing that the power or discretion 
of the Minister is not curtailed in any 
way? A wider latitude would be given 
aud the possibility of any favoritism or 
political patronage prevented. Further, 
- if my suggestion is accepted it will remove 
the necesity for a ballot, which, though 
in theory admirable, is a cumbersome 
and expensive method of arriving at 
a decision. Already there are too many 
elections in Australia. The returned 
soldiers are scattered all over the Com- 
monwealth, and we can quite imagine 
what it would mean to take a ballot 
of all the returned soldiers from the far 
north of Queensland to the remote limits 
of Western Australia. Every soldier, 
or nearly every soldier, is connected 
with some organization; and my sugges- 
tion opens the door to all, while, as 4 
have already said, the power or discretion 
of the Minister is not interfered with in 
‘any way. This seems to me a very simple 


way out of the difficulty. 

- Mr. ATKINSON (Wilmot) [11.34] —I 
have every sympathy with the desire of 
he Leader of the Opposition (Mr. 
Tudor), that the returned soldiers shall 













Commission—-that the members of thr 
Commission shall be persons satisfactory 
to the great majority of the men. Unless 
the soldiers are satisfied in this direction 
how can we hope to make an ultimate 
‘success of repatriation? The closer we get 
to the soldiers, and the more knowledge 







we 


‘A ‘ 
Sate be 


be as fully represented as possible on this_ 





we have of their desires, the more we can. 
hope that the objects we all have in view 


will be attained. I cannot help thinking, 


however, that it would be quite imprac- 
ticable to take a ballot. I agree that there 
might be some trouble if the words “ duly 
authenticated ” are allowed to remain, be- 
cause it is clear that some one will have 


to give a certificate on the point. It would 


be a good idea to accept the suggestion 
of the honorable member for Kalgoorlie 
(Mr. Mahon), for in this way we should 
have nominations from bodies represent- 
ing all the returned soldiers. There are 
not many who do not belon® to some asso- 
ciation or another by this time; and, at 
any rate, the suggestion would give as. 


‘complete a representation as any ballot 


would. Even if it were decided to hold 
a ballot, 1 am afraid a great many of the 
men would fail to vote. 


Mr. Frentron.---That is their look-out. ° 


Mr. ATKINSGN.—In any case, I do 
not think the expense of a ballot is worth - 
while, and, moreover, it would take a 
long time to carry out, while showing no 
greater representative result. 


Mr. GROOM (Darling Downs—Minister 
for Works and Railways) |11.36].—I ask 
the Committee to retain the clause as 
drafted. The desire is to, have members 
on the Commission representative of the 
general body of returned soldiers; and on 
the Minister is cast the obligation to be 
satisfied, before he makes an appointment, 
that he has a nominee from a thoroughly 
representative organization. As to a bal- 
lot, I quite agree with what is said by the 
honorable member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. 
Mahon). The men are scattered all over 
Australia, working their way up into the 
remote parts of Queensland, Western Aus- 
tralia, and the Northern Territory, and 
we all know the time and expense involved 
in organizing for a general election. Any 
Returned Soldiers Association is gene- 
rally organized on a Federal basis, and 
is, therefore, able to make definite repre- 
sentations to the Government of the day. 
There is a similar \provision in regard 
to the State Boards, with which we have 
to deal later, and the sole object is to 


have these bodies as representative as pos- 
sible. 


Mr. Maxweri.—But the proposed 
amendment does not obviate the diffi- 
culty. 2 
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Mr. rubs ot ne be ian to, 


withdraw my amendment in favour of the 
amendment suggested by the honorable 
member for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Mahon). 

Mr. GROOM.—I urge the Committee 
not to accept either amendment. 

Mr. Maxwert.—The nomination by an 
association is, after all, only a recom- 
mendation, and the nomination of the 
most re epresentative organizations 
have most weight. 

Mr. GROOM.—We ought to be sure 
that. the recommendations 
organizations | f weight. 

Mr. WEST 
It would seem that the minds of the sup- 
porters of the clause are not. big enough 
to realize that Australia is a very iavee 
place, and that it is necessary that the 
- representation of the soldiers on this 
Commission should be as nearly perfect 
as possible. Unless proper representa- 
tion of the men is secured, there must be 
much discontent. They are all strong- 


minded men, who have seen something at - 


the other side of the world, and they have 


now a larger conception of their position — 


in the community. ‘The amendment, in 
my opinion, would remove a catise of pos- 
sible friction, and we realize that the men 
themselves must féel that the members of 
the Commission are heart 
the repatriation cause. The success of 
the scheme depends on. those who are 
made responsible for its administration, 
and they, of course, must be men in syhioun 
the soldiers have every ,confidence. Even 


should there be dissatisfaction with the « 


personnel of the Commission, the men 
would have the consolation of knowing 
that they had had a voice in its selection 
if the amendment be adopted. I do not 
like the clause as it is at present, and 
either of the amendments approaches 
what*] desire. * 

Mr. Tupor.—I ask leave to withdraw 
my amendment in favour of the amend- 
ment suggested by the honorable member 
for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Mahon). | 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, | 

Mr. MAHON (Kalgoorlie) fps 44). oj 
move— 

That the ra 8 ate wae hien Ei aes * 


‘ tine 4, be left out, with a view to incerane 
in lieu thereof the word “ Any.” 5 


T also desire to move the omission of the 


words, “recognised or acknowledged by 


the Minister being a Mies a) 


nue t u 
,: i 7% Rome 


“is to secure that ae soldie 


i ; 


come from i 


East Sydney) [11.40]. Le 


better, but this amendment wou 


and soul with 


.Tegistrations, 
not be deprived of the sustena 
ance. 
thing really big, had it subsidi ize 


_ partments, to carry, out 
and so provide employm I 








oldier 
ibe the Commission shall be 





































nehoadniea \nlegn | 
mendation, after all, for ¢ 
the Government; 


ereatest soaslerai il The! 4 | 
would attach more pane ne t 
posal of a large and influential o 
tion than to the recommendat 0 
body. which may repreat: on! 
returned men. een 
Mr. Argryson. Me the ret 1 
diers’ organizations mien Joins 
mend one man. 


Mr. MAX WEUL—@o dm 
that the appointed soldier, whoe 64 
might be, and by whomever he = 
recommended, eae: be’ Beas 


Mr. RILEY (Sous Sie [1 
I am inclined to vote Bip 
clause. 


bane so, ae eranias a a Co: 
Weihare been told that the presen 
has done excellent work. What 
work will the new Commission 
Will it change ithe policy upon ; 
present Commission has based i 
I have been careful hi 

criticise the “work. of | 
realizing that it has faced 
task. . But I say now that th 
sion has really’ int Ry 
or important. Week : ve 
paid out sustenance money. Yi 
T have often seen hundreds of ee 
ing to make their frequent and re 
in order that the 


Had the Commission d 


cipal bodies, or even G 


of returned: tee af, wou 






Sak more— Paecosatul revord, All the 
money, paid out by way of sustenance has 
been really wasted. Thére should have 
been a bold policy undertaken in estab- 
aking. definite national works; but no 
effort has been made in that direction. 
If we appoint.a new Commission at high 
salaries, and for a long period, are we 
guaranteeing ourselves better results? I 
am prepared to assist any Commission 
to solve the problem of repatriating all 
our men; but what qualifications are the 
proposed new Commissioners to possess in 
order to secure appointment ? 

"The CHAIRMAN (Hon. J. M&M. 
Chanter).—Order ! I ask the honorable 
member to confine himself to the amend- 
ment. The clause itself is not now before 
the Committee. : 

‘Mr. RILEY.—The first line of the 
clause has to do with the appointment 
of three Commissioners, and it is upon 
that first line that I am basing- my re- 
marks, 

The CHAIRMAN.—An amendment 
has been moved by tke honorable mem: 
ber for Kalgoorlie (Mr. Mahon) -for ‘the 

omission of certain words. J must, 
therefore, for the time being, require the 
honorable member to confine himself to 
the amendment. He will have an oppor- 
tunity later to speak to the whole clause. 
Mr. RILEY.—My contention is that 
provision for the appointment of three 
new Commissioners is unnecessary. Let 
the present body carry on for the next 
_twelve-months or so, by which time, ap- 
es © the work will have been estab- 
shed upon a permanent basis. Unless 
‘the Government can indicate the nature 
of the qualifications which it will seek 
oat in the new Commissioners—— __ 

‘The CHAIRMAN.—Order! © 


Ll am 


i Meth to intervene, but must again) ask” 


_ the honorable member to confine himself 
to the amendment. 
Mr. RILEY.—I will take a later op- 
- portunity to discuss the principle con- 
' tained in the clause as a ‘whole. If re- 
a turned men are to be consulted with re- 
a spect to the appointments of the new 
Commission, those appointments should 
be made upon as broad a, basis as possible. 
Na hope the Government will not be guided 
merely by the recommendation of the 
_ largest body of returned soldiers, but will 
Bo geek first to the qualifications of the 
nominees. The sole fact that a nominee 
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is a rakoored Ae who has the con- 
fidence of the largest organization, should 
not be sufficient. 


Mr. HAY (New England) [11.55] .— 
Since I have been closely in touch with 
very many returned soldiers, and am 
familiar with their immediate wants and 
future requirements, I am of opinion that 
the amendment will sufficiently meet their 
case as far as representation on the Com- 
concerned. - The . honorable 
member who has just resumed his seat 
has stated that he sees no reason why the 
present Commission, which has done such 
good and useful work, should not ¢on- 
tinue. I am satisfied that we are only 
now entering upon our grave responsibili- 
tues so far as concerns the securing in life 
of our returned soldiers. I am not so 
much concerned with those who have ac- 
quired technical and other education, be- 

cause they are not placed in the same 
position of responsibility as returned men 
who are settling upon the land. It is 
very necessary, fie efore, that the soldiers 
should be represented on the Commission 
by some one who understands, their imme- 
diate, requirements in respect of land 
settlement. I have had occasion to visit 
two soldier settlements: in my electorate, 
and, although at present the men are more 
or less satisfied with their conditions, and 
are hopeful of their prospects, I am con- 
vinced that unless some person is ap- 
pointed to the Commission who possesses 
an intimate knowledge of their needs, and 
a deep sympathy with them also, a great 
many of our soldier settlers will find it 
hard to carry on. They. have set out in » 
the hope that prosperity shortly awaits 
them. We all know that the amount of 
money at their disposal is limited. Unless 
the new Commission possesses very deep 
sympathy with and an intimate know- 
ledge of the requirements of new settlers, 
I fear that failure must face many. It has 
been stated in many instances land has 
been aequired at more than its true,value. 
In my own electorate that has been the 
case, but adjustments are being made, and 
the soldier settlers expect that the re- 
appraisements will satisfy them in regard 
to values. The areas, in most instances, 
are insufficient. During the past year, 
many settlers in my district have had to | 
battle against one of the most appalling 
droughts in the history of Australia. 
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Their cases will have to be eonaed 
almost at once from a financial stand- 
point. Indeed, from time to time, the 
circumstances of the soldier settlers em- 
barking upon production will require 
sympathetic revision. I would hke to 
cite the case of the men established on 
the Kentucky settlement in my electorate. 
There are about 80 to 100 men, limited 
each to about 50 acres, and the provi- 
sion made in the way of housing is insuffi- 
cient at present 


The CHAIRMAN.—Order! 





I have 


been waiting for the honorable member to. 


connect his remarks with the amendment 
Sc far, he has not done so. He will not 
be in order in speaking upon the general 
tenor of the clause itself. ; 

‘Mr. HAY.—I thought we were discuss- 
ing the question of the Commissioner to 
be appointed by returned soldiers. 


The CHAIRMAN.—When the honor- 
able member for South Sydney (Mr. 
Riley) was speaking I directed his atten- 
tion to the same matter. The question 
of the appointment of a Conimissioner is 
not before the Committee. The question 
under consideration is the omissiof® of 

certain words relating to the class of re- 

turned soldiers who are to have a voice in 
the appointment of a Commissioner. The 
honorable member will have an oppor- 
tunity of dealing with the broad question 
after the amendment is disposed of and 
the clause is under consideration. ~ 

Mr. HAY.—In that case J shall con- 
tent myself by stating that I support the 
amendment’ of the honorable member for 
Kalgoorlie (Mr. Mahon). 


Mr. BRUCE (Flinders) [12.2]—In 
my opinion, the amendment will do 
nothing to alter the position as set out 
in the Bill. The proposal of the Leader 
of the Opposition (Mr. Tudor), that all 
returned soldiers, irrespective of member- 
ship of organizations, should have a voice 


in the selection of the representative of | 


the soldiers on the Commission, would 
have had a considerable effect, but seeing 
that it Would entail a ballot, it is imprac- 
 ticable. Otherwise I would agree with 
it. The present proposal is to give to 
any small number of soldiers who form 
an organization of returned soldiers the 
right to nominate a representative for 
the consideration of the Minister for Re- 


any case it would not make a ha’ 


cae a k 


patriation. 














































heverthélogs i would be Rs orga 
returned soldiers, and, under th 
of the honorable member fo 
(Mr. Mahon), would be entitl 
mit a nomination to the -Ministe 
innumerable nominations might be su 
mitted, representative or not represen 
tive, of returned soldiers, and possib j 


difference in the position. The ar 
ment does not seek to take away the 
right of the Minister for Repatria | 
select the Commissioner who is t 
sent the returned soldiers, and it | 
vious to every one that his selecti 
be made from one of the three no 


member for Relcomlies Met M 
might be very useful to an hono 


tion ” - but ark a statement. wouln ‘no 
correct, geal: Wide ait 9) 


Theron: I oppose ry 


Mr. MAHONY (Dalley) [12. Ae —Is 
port the amendment of the hon r 
member for Kalgoorlie | (Mr. 
The honorable member for Flind 
Bruce) has given away the who 
because the ‘underlying principl 
clause as it stands is that the o 
tion which the Minister knows wi 
him the member of the Commis: 
desires to appoint is the only rae. 
will ERC ae I have poi 


Thea! League, but they are 
only legitimate body of. returned 
and soldiers in Australia. 
quite a number of other Bis 
with very large ent poue Lhe 


in no way associated a the 
Sailors and Soldiers Imperia. 
and its members are genuine 
soldiers who have all “ done 
I claim that. ee ey hay 







"soldiers outside the 


(re 8 


f various organizations 


Peleibation lies in his hands, 


adopt that attitude, 


from the beginning. 
_ seriously consider the question of giving 
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ie of Pi Minter in the aheoint: 
ment of the returned soldiers’ represen- 


| _ tative upon the Repatriation Commis- 
- sion. If we restrict the area of selection, 


Rie 
ah 


_we shall possibly create a feeling of dis- 
‘trust among the great body of returned 
Imperial League. 
We ought to demonstrate to the soldiers 


that they can have the utmost confidence 


in the Repatriation Commission; and, 
in order to do so, we should make provi- 
_ sion that all soldiers shall have a voice 
the selection of the men who comprise 

There is no danger in the proposal 
ee the honorable member for Kalgoorlie. 
Tf the Minister is afraid that some of the 
will 
-tnen who are incapable of carrying out 
the duties of Commissioner, the final 
and he can 
pct any nomination he chooses. On 
the other hand, he ought to give all the 


returned soldiers, regardless of their poli- 


tical opinions, an opportunity of having 
a voice in the selection of the men who 


are recommended ito him for appoint- 
hem ent. 
soldiers affiliated with the Labour move- 


Is the great body of returned 


‘ment, and standing behind this party, to 
have no say in the submission of names 
~ to the Minister? If the Minister is to 
he will build up 
Commission right 
I hope that he will 


.difueulties for the 


_ to every returned soldier, no matter what 
organization, he belongs to—political, 
social, or otherwise—an equal oppor- 
tunity of deciding upon the names to be 


‘submitted for selection as representative 
a of the returned soldiers on the Commis- 


sion. 
Mr. 


for 


POYNTON (Grey—Minister 


, a Oirade and Customs) [12.10].—The prin- 
aD pe ‘ciple underlying the clause is that the 
— Minister for Repatriation must make the 
“appointment; and, as the amendment does 
po os aate le to interfere with his prero- 





recommend | 


But, of course, they have no initention of 
letting them have anything of the kind. 
It is a farce to say to any one that he 
can submit a nomination. Representa 
tion means the election of one’s represen-_ 
tative. 

Mr. Poynron.—The Bill sets out 
clearly that one of the three Commis- 
sioners must be a returned soldier. 

Mr. ANSTEY.—Just so; but where is 
the representation if some one else selects 
the man? Representation means that the 
soldiers should have the right to elect 
their representative. The Bill provides 
that the organization may nominate some 
one to sit on the Commission; and, if the 
Government think him a fit person, they 
may proceed to appoint him. 

Mr. Maxwetu.—The 
must appoint some one. 

Mr. ANSTEY.—The Bill provides 
that the Government may do so. The 
men can go through the farce of nominat- 
ing a particular individual, and when 
they have gone through that process the 
Government may, if they choose, accept 
one of the particular nominations. 

Mr. Bart.—The Government will ac- 
cept one of them all right. 


Government 


Mr. ANSTEY.—Of course. They may 
do so. 

Mr. Maxweti.—Let the honorable 
member move to substitute ‘‘ shall” for 
may.” 

Mr. ANSTEY.—If I do so, will the 


honorable member for Fawkner support 
me | | 

Mr. Maxweiri.—Yes. 

Mr. ANSTEY.—The Government 
won an election largely, and ‘‘ stormed 
the ‘trenches,’ on a proposition, in a 
manifesto issued to the soldiers in 
France, that they would have the right. 
to a representative on the Repatriation 
Commission. But now they do not pro- 
pose to keep that. promise. 

Sir JoserH Coox.—Yes, we do. 

Mr. ANSTEY —I ae, rose to re- 
mind the Government of the promise 
they have made. I have no wish to 
pander to any particular section for 
votes. I shall avail myself. of the offer 
made by the honorable member for 
Fawkner (Mr. Maxwell), and with his 
legal talent and my own eloquence I am 
eonvineed that we shall induce the Go- 
vernment to make the amendment desired 
by us so that a man shall be directly 
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elected by) the returned soldiers to  re- 
present them on the Commission without 
interference by the Minister or anybody 
else. 

Mr. FENTON Cue rione) id. 1%}; 
—-[ had intended prior to the speech made 
by the honorable member for 
(Mr. Anstey) to outline a further amend- 
ment which would give every returned 
sailor and soldier, quite independently of 
any organization, a voice in the selection 
of a member of the Repatriation Com- 
mission. The honorable member for 


Flinders (Mr. Bruce) has said that the \ 


proposition made by the’ Leader of the 
Opposition (Mr. Tudor) is impracticable. 
I would remind him, however, that there 


are members of the Returned Sailors and 


Soldiers League living in the most remote 
parts of Australia, and that even if a selec- 
tion were made from nominations submit- 
ted by the League, ballot-papers would 
have to be sent to these men just as would 
be necessary if the men were allowed a 
direct vote on the question. I 
like sub-clause 2 to be so amended that it 
would read— 

A selection shall be made by the returned 

soldiers throughout the Commonwealth of a 
person to be appointed as one of the Commis- 
sioners and the. Governor-General shall ap- 
point the person selected to be one of the 
Commissioners. 
That would do away with any final 
selection by the Minister for Repatria- 
tion. Even if the clause were amended 
as proposed by the honorable member for 
Kalgoorlie (Mr. Mahon) two or three men 
would be nominated by an organization, 
and from that number the Minister would 
make a final selection. That would not 
carry out in its entirety the promise made 
by the Prime Minister to our soldiers in 
France. I desire that our sailors and 
soldiers wherever they may be shall have 
an opportunity to elect their own repre- 
sentative on the Commission. In a later 
part of the Bill it is provided that if any 
Commissioner proves himself unfitted for 
the task he may be displaced, so that we 
might safely make the amendment I have 
suggested. 

Mr. MARKS (Wentworth) [12.21].— 
I have listened with interest to the 
speeches made on this clause, and am 
pleased that the Minister in charge of 
the Bill has signified his willingness to 
accept the amendment proposed by the 


Bourke. 


should 


as hasta ] Repatriation Bill. 


ene 


honorable le a for Keleoatliay (Mr. & 
I have been a prominent mem- 


Mahon). 
ber of the Returned Sailors and Soldiers 
Imperial League from its inception, and 

was for some time on the council. 


te. 
first I felt that that organization should 





represent the returned men in the selec- 


tion of a representative on the Commis- 
sion; but we must realize that there are’ 
a number of men outside that organiza- 
tion who should have a vote. The amend- 


ment as accepted by the Minister will give — 
every returned man in Australia an op- — 


portunity to join with his brothers in- 
nominating certain representatives. Every 
man will have a chance to vote on thé 
question, because there is nothing to stop — 
a man from joining the League. or som 

other body, which could put or some. 


~ 


nominations from which the Minister — 
would make a final selection. The clause . 


as proposed to be amended will carry out 


‘in its entirety the promise made by the ~ 


Prime Minister that the men would be 


allowed to nominate their representative ; 


on the Commission. 

Dr. MALONEY (Melbourne) [12. 25]. 
I support the view put forward by the 
honorable member for Bourke “(Mr. 
Anstey), because during my long political — 
experience J have found that “Ministers 
are ready to iterpret the word “may” — 
in an Act of Parliament in a mandatory . 
sense when it suits them to do so, while 
in other cases they will not. In a-Bill 


providing for the salary of the Governor- — 


General it was set out that it “may not 
exceed”? a certain sum. A member of 


the Labour party was successful in secur- 


ing the substitution of the word “ shall” - 
for the word “ may,” with the result that 
later on when Lord Hopetoun, despite his 
splendid record, declared that the allow- 
ance of £10 000 per annum was insuffi- 
cient, the little word “ shall” prevented — 
Australia being robbed of an additional — 


£10000 per annum for the Governor- Ab 


General: Under the clause as it stands 
the election of a representative of the — 


soldiers on the Repatriation Commission 
would be as difficult ag the election con- 


ducted for the Doge of Venice, in con- 
nexion with which candidates went before 
nine different committees before a final 
selection was made. 
ranker were nominated, would 
Governor-General select the ranker? 
Amendment agreed to. 


If an officer and a 
the “ 










& 
ai “y 
2 a 
J . 


ie), Ge Ea ee 
\ Australian Soldiers’ 





\ Ad ah 2 


Amendment (by Mr. Manon) agreed 





f =D de if » é i 
‘That the words “ recognised or acknowledged 


_. by the Minister as being’a body”, lines 4 to 6, 
rey be teit out, Ht 

. Mr. FENTON (Maribyrnong) [12.28]. 

 —In order to give effect to the proposal 

T made a few minutes ago, I sind it will 

be necessary to move for the omission of 
sub-clause 2. I therefore move— 

a That sub-clause 2 be left out with a view to 

Msert in lieu thereof the words “ (2) éA 

_ selection shall be made by the returned soldiers 

throughout the Commonwealth of a person to 

be appointed as one of the Commissioners and 

- the Governor-General shall appoint the per- 

— son selected to be one of the Commissioners”, 

Sir ROBERT BEST (Kooyong) [12.31 }. 

- ——The sub-clause as ‘it has been amended 

seems to me to carry out the promises that 

- have been made to returned soldiers. The 

+ amendments accepted. by the Munister 

have the effect of widening the provision 

_ to permit of any organization which may 

be representative of the whole of the sol- 

_ diers submitting a list. Therefore, it will 

be for the soldiers to make such arrange- 


ments as they may think proper for, the 


purpese of the submission of names, much 
as is done in this State in connexion with 
- the appointment of Wages Boards.’ 


_ Mr. Tupor.—lIn ‘connexion with the ap-: 


. pointment of Wages Boards, all those con- 
nected with an industry, whether unionists 
or not, have a voice; but the clause as 
-» amended allows only the members of the 
recognised organizations to submit: a list. 
_ Sir ROBERT BEST.—The amend- 
ments which have been accepted permit 
of an organization being formed to repre- 
sent the whole of the returned soldiers, 
and from its list of three names a selec- 
- / tion will be made by the Minister. It has 
__ been suggested that we should provide that 
one of the three names so submitted shall 
be accepted by the Minister. To. that 
_ , there are two objections. The first is that 
the recognised phraseology of an Act of 
_ Parliament concerning the actions of the 
__ Crown or of the Crown’s representative 
—* is “may,” not “shall”; and, secondly, if 
we used the word “shall” instead of 

© may” | 
-- vernment’s responsibility for the selection, 
and it is desirable that the Minister 
. shall be held responsible for these ap- 
__ pointments. He ought to be accountable 
-- to Parliament for what he does in this 
_ matter. Every one knows,-of course, that 
|\ St AR | 






[16 Apri, 1920.] Repatriation Bill. 


we should do away with the Go- 


1303 





when provision is made for a nomination 
by an outside body it is the almost in- 
variable rule of Governments to accept 
that nomination. In this ease three per- 
sons are to be nominated, one of whom 
may be selected, but the Government 
should be made responsible for the selec- 
tion. Any Government which failed to 
accept a nomination such as is provided 
for would, of course, bring upon itself 
much trouble, and that is a thing that 
Governments seek to avoid. Consequently, 
they are only too glad to recognise the 
spirit of a provision such as this. In 
my opinion, the provision as amended 
gives effect to the promise of the Govern- 
ment, and is couched in proper phrase- 
ology, and members may rest assured that 
the nomination will, in accordance with 
well-established practice, be accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN.—J point out to thee 
honorablé member for Maribyrnong that 
he can, move the omission of only so much 
of the sub-clause as has not been already 
dealt with by the Committee. : 

Mr. Fenron.—If that be so, I have lost 
my opportunity. I understand that [ 
cannot move to delete words which the 
Committee has determined shall remain 
in the sub-clause. 

Mr. Poynron.—You can vote against 
the clause. 

Mr.’ Fenroy—I do not wish to do 
that. 

Amendment 
posed— Wy 

That the words “that list,” in sub-clause pap 
be left out, with a view to insert in lieu thereof 
the words, “any list so submitted.” 

_Mr. TUDOR (Yarra) [12.38]—My de- 
sire is that all returned men, whether 
members of an organization or not, shal 
have an opportunity to join in the pro- 
posed nomination, though, in view of 
what the Chairman has just said, I can- 
not move now the amendment which I 
temporarily withdrew. 

Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BRENNAN (Batman) [12.41].— 


(by, Mr. Groom) pro- 


I cannot accept the sub-clause in its pre- 


sent form, because the amendments have 
done nothing towards providing for an 
appointment in accordance with the wishes 
of a majority of the returned soldiers. As 
the sub-clause stood in the first place, the 
Government could say what in its opinion 
was a representative or an authentic or- 
ganization of returned men, but it has 


/ 



















given way on that point, ocr oe Mine ? 


ister recognises that he will still have the © 
_ power of selection, which is really all that 
matters. The Government will make 


their selection from the list of - the or-- 


ganizations which they wish to patronize, 
and, this being so, their apparent conces- 
sion in agreeing ‘to. accept nominations 
from any organization is of no advantage. 
He will accept nominations from any 
organization, but he will make the selec- 
tion from the organization he wishes to 
patronize. 

Mr. eaten “That was obvious from: 
the outset. 


Mr. BRENNAN.—It was quite obvious 
to me; but I had hoped that, as a result 
‘of this discussion, the more democratic 
view would in some way be crystallized in 
language, and adopted. Effect ought to 

*be given to the wishes of the Soe 
soldiers in regard to this appointment... 
It is quite immaterial whether we say 
that the Governor-General ‘“‘ shall” or 
““may’’ appoint a Commissioner from 
among the men nominated by the 
soldiers, but we should ascertain what 
the majority of the soldiers desire, and 
give effect to it. I suppose this matter. 
is not likely to be re-opened, but if it is 
considered impracticable to take a ballot 
of all the returned soldiers throughout 
the Commonwealth, whether or not they 
are members of organizations—-and I can 
hardly understand the fanatical adherence 
of honorable members opposite to the 
principle of preference to unionists in 
this matter—we should, in the last resort, 
having got a number of nominees from the 
different organizations, create. such ;ma- 
chinery as will enable them to make a 


_ selection from amongst their number. The 


Governor-General might then appoint 
such person to be a representative of the 
soldiers upon the Commission. 
Sir Roserr Brest.—It is quite compe- 
tent for the organizations themselves to 
come to some agreement. 
| Mr. BRENNAN. —The various bodies 
may themselves agree upon one nominee, 
- but if they do not—and I think it more_ 
than probable that they will not, because 
“we know that ‘there are ‘political 
antagonisms amongst returned soldiers, as 
there are amongst others—patronage will 
ultimately rest with the Government. 
‘That. was never intended. ‘The intention. 
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Pe: as a body will mot 


in their oor to secure fh che 
the returned soldiers, ei er 
nomination by the Gover Ln 
particular ea 
recognised. 


tuency to nomaane me Bis 
whom the Wie nade i 
select one? 


nominee the | Govetnomcehens 
rot appoint him, but that an office 
be chosen. I also prophesy that a 
of Chris. Watson will be appointed 
of the posts. The third Commissio 
likely to be a legal gentleman. 

Mr. .Poynron.—I have already 
the honotable member that there 
ei in. the see a a ie 


in a personal sense ; “pat vie Lig 
tain a ene hovering about 2 















his elector’s right; and if a repr 
is chosen by a allot of thee t 


any of the org eanizations. 


& 


quite practicable, for the addi 


Hise should be allowed to ‘vote | 


warn honorable members that if th 
‘vernment make the appoin 


rankers are given no repre: 









é gle: Soldiers’ 





Mr. LISTER (Gorios 119.54 ].-00 Rave 
oly a marked change 1 in the opinions oi 


dower. Pithen the original measure was 
before us, I pointed out that the great 
+ majority of returned soldiers at that time 
_ were outside the organizations, and I was 
taken to task by certain members of the 


Opes 


- ment of the soldiers’ representative on the 

| administrative body. I remember the 

honorable member for Melbourne inter- 

ee while I was speaking that if a 

soldier was outside an organization, it was 

his own fault, and that he should be com- 

_ pelled to join. : 
we OT, eee —I cannot dni that. 

Mr. LISTER.—I refer the honorable 

; ‘member to Hansard. Honorable members 

_ whe, at that time, considered that the 


- Returned Sailors and Soldiers Imperial 
League should be the recognised mouth- 
piece of the soldiers, and should have the 
exclusive right of nominating represen- 

_ tatives, are to-day advocating the very 


| 


| opposite policy. 
Mr. Tupvor.—TI have never adopted any 


attitude different from what I have said 
to-day. 
Dr. Matonry. —I deny the statement 
“made by the honorable member for Corio. 
Mr. LISTER.—I am not in the habit 
| ‘of making misstatements. It 18 strange 
_ that men who always advocated unionism 
_ Should desire to-day to do something 
which would break the soldiers’ union. 
- Dr. Matonzy.—Does thé honorable 
- member say that I advocated that the Re- 
turned Sailors and Soldiers League alone 
- should make the selection ? 





stated deliberately, by way of interjection, 
that every soldier should be compelled to 
join the returned soldiers’ organization. 

eo Dr, Matonry.—I never said any such 
3 thing, or if J did I must have been drunk. 











, any man changing his opinions for the 
better. The Returned Sailors and Soldiers 
Imperial League has a membership of ap- 
prox: ‘mately 145,000, cf whom. 45,000 
are in Victoria. 
Mr. Tupor.—I was informed by 2 a re- 
“4 turned soldier yesterday that mot one- 
by > tenth | of them will renew their subscrip- 
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ition because I had the temerity to - 
_ advocate that they should have some re- 
ition in connexion with the appoint-. 


o _ Mr. LISTER.—The honorable member : 


“Mr. LISTER.—TI have no objection to_ 





Mr. LISTER.—When the original mea- 


sure was before this House I said that not — 


one-third of the men returned to that date 
were members of the league. I was then 
advocating the claims of the men outside 


the league, because I have always been 
opposed to compelling a man to join any 


body. The Returned Sailors and Soldiers 
Imperial League is a recognised body 
which is representative of the returned 
soldiers, 
by it to the Government would ‘be accep- 
table to the general body of the soldiers. 


Sitting suspended from 1 to 


Mr... LISTER. e the lun- 
cheon adjournment I stated that the hon- 
orable. member for Melbourne (Dr. 
Maloney) had, in an interjection, said 
that every returned soldier should be com- 
pelled to join the soldiers’ union. 
on looking up Hansard, that I have mis- 
represented the case. I do not desire for 
one moment to place the honorable mem- 
ber in a false light; I feel it my duty to 
offer the honorable member an apology 
for having made the statement. The in- 
terjection was made by some one, but it 
does not ais on the records. Any 
one who cares to look at my subsequent 
remarks on that occasion must re 
that I was led into quite a different vein 
as a result of the interjection. 

Dr. Matonny.—I think the honorable 
member will agree that I could not have 
been drunk on that ‘occasion. : 

Clause, as amended, agreed to. | 

Clause 9 (Remuneration of. Commis- 
sloners). 

Mr. TUDOR (Yarra) [2.16|.—I should 
like to. be informed by the Minister (Mr. 
Poynton) as to what remuneration the 
Government propose to pay the members 
of the Commission. The Government 
must have some idea, .and it is better that 
we should know. The newspapers are 
already guessing—I say this SM sete 
as to what the remuneration is likely to 
be, and suggesting that it will be £1,500 
for the Chairman, and £1,000 for each of 


2.159 p.m. 





the other Commissioners. 


Mr. Poynron.—Supposing I say that 
the remuneration will be commensurate 
with the responsibilities of the position. 


Mr. TUDOR.—I think the Committee 


ought- to Know what is in the mind of the 


Government. Speaking from memory, 
in the case of the Public Service Act the 
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and any recommendation made 


i find, : 


ealize | 
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as un ihe Homeucnee was ee 
and also in the case of the Inter- State 
Commissioners Act. We have been told 
by the Minister that much of the re- 
patriation work has already been finished. 

Mr. Poynron.—I was speaking only 
of employment and vocational training; 
and these depend on circumstances. 


Mr, TUDOR.—I hope the cirecum- 
stances will prove to be such that the 
men will soon get back into private occu- 
pations. IL do not know what the salary 
of the Controller is to-day, but if he is 
to have increased responsibilities, and, - 
therefore, increased pay, we ought to 
know. The Cabinet must have. made 
its mind up on the matter, for it is not 
one for the Department to determine. I 
trust that the very best men will be ob- 
tained for ‘these positions, and we ought | 
to know what they are to be paid. 


Mr. RICHARD FOSTER (Wakefield) 
{2.19|—I indorse the remarks of the. , 
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Tudor), 
because, in my opinion, Parliament and 
the country have not had that informa- 
tion which is their due. No doubt the 
initial stages of the repatriation scheme 
have been exceedingly important. We 
have been reminded by the Minister for 
Repatriation again and again that there 
were no precedents to go on, and that 
entirely new ground had to be. covered. 
Surely the initiation of a scheme of the 
kind, the laying dowy of a broad plan of , 
opération, is as important as any subse- 
quent part of the business can be; and 
we ought to know the why and wherefore 
of this special Commission. Clause 11, 
which deals with the powers and duties 
of the Commission, infers that the mem- 
bers will have a direct responsibility, in- 
dependently of the Minister, in initiating 
expenditure of amounts not exceeding . 


765,000.:. That, of course, is a big Teen 
sibility. 
Mr. Maruzws .—Not for men with 


£1,500 a year. 


i “Mr. RICHARD FOSTER. Bre we 
| ought to know how far the principle of 
independence in this regard is to go, and 
- I submit that we have not had sufficient - 
information to satisfy the public or Par- 
liament. I may say, indeed, that I have 
an open mind as. to whether. I should ' 


iy support the appointment of amy .Com-. 


_ mission in the absence of more -Justifica- © 
tion, | : owe 


‘ three years, has to face the 


“ considering are generally ; made 


missioners been selected already? 









































‘Dr. _ MALONEY “(Mela ; 
It always seems to me tha 
Parliament do not take noti 
salient fact. Mr. Speaker rece 
and is appointed only for the. lif of 
liament, or for so long as the party 
he belongs holds office. This offi 


whereas appointments such as we ‘nov ar 


longer term—in this instance, five aX 
When Mr, Denison Miller was appointe: 
Governor of the Commonwealth — 
the term was seven years, and tha 
‘was renewed by the Government 
Parliament was in recess. Moreo 
Miller’s relative, Mr. Kirkpatrick 
ting possibly thousands out of thos 
fortunate repatriated soldiers. Not 
that, for there 1s a combine which i im 
an insurance company, and it is time 
consider the two questions together. 
shall certainly’ not vote for this clar 
less the amount of the remuneratiot1 
forth. Had it not been for the fixi 
a certain sum of meney in the case 
the Governor-General, Lord Hopet 
would have been given £20, 600 a year | 
stead of £10,000, which is the salary 0 
the present. Governor-General. “Dh i 
not our money, but the money - 0. 
public; and it 1s only right that w 
know how these officers are to be 
pointed, and how much they. are 
_paid. Iam offering no factious 
tion, but if the information I 4s 
forthcoming, I shall be compelled 10g 
against the clause. ay. 


~ Mr. POYNTOW (Grey Mntiees ‘ 

Home and Territories) [2.25] _—The 
-orable member for -Wakefield i 
Richard Foster) wishes to know, amongst 
other things, why this Commissi 
posed in substitution for the existi 
I point out that for a considerabl 
past there has been an agitation 
part of quite a number of honor 
bers, and of returned soldiers in 
lar, for paid Commissioners, ar 
plaint about responsible duties b 

gated to honorary Ca a 


Mr. Ausrin CHapMan— 


Mr. POYNTON, mw 
selected. 


Mr. Austin 
Pepors Say that bes. have, a 


eH 





A 





aye v4 





selections made; nothing 1s 


- nexion, | am in a difficulty 


yh alae ; 
y : t ng ; i if 
ert en eve Soldiers’ 


se r POYNTON, —The honorable mem 
“ber knows, as well as any one, that what 
we see in the newspapers is not all gospel. 

Mr. Austin Cuarman.—As a rule, the 
“newspapers are not “far out.” 


Mr. POYNTON.—1 have stated three 


times already that there is no truth in the 
newspaper allegations in regard to. the 
‘cut ‘and 
_ dried ” in this respect. In regard to the 
remuneration, the salary of the Controller 
_ to- day is ‘£900 or £1 000... In this con- 
seeing that 
the Minister for Geikevlliae (Senator 
ites) has been unwell for two or three 
_ days, and unable to attend to his duties. 
“However, I should say that the salary of 


the Pein ioner would be £1,500, with 


Lt 


£1,000 for each of the other Gommis- 
sioners. It must be understood, however, 
that I am now speaking without “ book,” 
or without anything having been decided. 
Austin Cuapman.—sSurely you 
“know what is in the mind of the Minister 
for Repatriation. 

Mr. POYNTON—1I a not know what 


is contemplated in this matter, because. 


- for the last two or three days, I have had 


no opportunity to consult the Minister. 
Mr. Austin Cuapman.—What has the 


- Acting Treasurer (Sir Joseph Cook) to 
say rq 


- expert man? 


be paid. 


definite information. 


ae POYNTON.—The Acting. Trea- 


- surer could give no more information than 


1 can. 
Dr. i ecowsy: -—The 
- forth those very figures. 
Mr. POYNTON.—AIl I say now is 


PES set 


mp at such salaries would not be excessive. 


-The newspapers do not know what is to 
I regret I can give no more 


Mr. Ricuarp Foster.—Are you talking 
in the first place of £1,500 a year for an 


of such a Commission is largely to con- 
_ trol public expenditure, and see that we 


get the highest efficiency. 


Mr. POYNTON. —Undoubtedly the 


Commission will in various ways have the 
_ handling of many millions of money. It 
is essential that we should have good 
men, and I do not think we can get them 
under the salaries I have mentioned. 


‘Sir JOSEPH COOK (Parramatta— 


Minister for the Navy and Acting Trea- 
_ surer) [2.29].—There seems to be a gene- 


Na ee ee f 


\ 
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I take it that the function ‘ 
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ral idea in the Committee that something. 


further should be said about the powers 
and functions of this body. As the Min- 
ister (Mr. Poynton) has already pointed 
out, nothing has been arranged either in 
regard to the personnel or to the remunera- 
tion. One could not very well determine 


what remuneration to grant to a body — 
until Parliament had settled what that 


body was to do. A wrong impression is 
liable to be created hy the “statement that 
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the bulk of the work has already been 


done.: What is meant by that, of course, 
is that the initial difficulties have been 
overcome. The organization has been set 
going. Considering all the difficulties in- 
cidental to building up this great activity 
out of the eround, wonderful work has 
been ‘done. But only a beginning has 
been made, and our obligations along 
these lines will remain until every man 
has been repatriated in the fullest. sense 
—that is, until vocational training has 
been completed, which may take some 
years to compass—and must continue 
until men have been set up, for example, 
on the land, and until the money lent 
for that purpose has been repaid. Hvery 
day we are creating fresh liabilities in all 
these respects, and. there will be tremen- 
dous administrative functions for the 
new Cémmission. All that work is at its 
beginning: The earlier work of creating 


the organization, which has been one of | 


colossal difiiculty, has been performed. 
The administrative side of the Depart- 
ment is just opening out; and it was for 
the purpose of creating an administrative 
body to carry on, now that the organiza- 
tion has. been™ firmly grounded, that this 
Bill was framed. 


Mr. Austin Cuapman.—lIf the parties 
who created it have carried on to-the sat- 
isfaction of the Minister, they ‘should 
surely be considered when the new Com- 
‘mission is being appointed. 

Sir JOSEPH COOK.—The Govern- 
ment will secure the best men it can find. If 
those men are in the Department, so much 
the better. I agree that, before going out- 
side to look for ability, we must take care 


that we shall be securing better talent 


than exists inside. 
I include experience, 
capacity, and many other things which 
go to make a_ first-class administrator. 
The mind of the Government is perfectly 


In the word ability, 


open upon these matters. Nothing has 


yet been arranged, se se as I know. No 


administrative 














h 


selections have been made. 


been definitely and positively spoken of, | 


and no salaries have been fixed. : 
That this body will have large and 


important functions to perform goes 
without saying. It will be a body 
corporate, to begin with,. It may 


sue, and be sued. It will be a body 
comparable with the various railway ad- 
ministrations, and will bear relationship 
to Ministerial control in the same broad 
sense as do Railway Commissioners. So 
far as the administrative side is concerned, 
it will act independently. For. example, 


the Commission will co-ordinate the ac- 


tivities of the States. It will be the final 


Court of Appeal from the subsidiary 


bodies set up in each State; and, gener- 


ally, it will control and be responsible for 
all operations. 


Mr. Ricuarp Fostrer.—Did the an 


ister say ‘‘ final Court of Appeal ’’? 


Sir JOSEPH COOK.—Always_ sub- 
ject to Ministerial veto, of course. What 
its precise and detailed functions may be 
will be determined later by regulations, 
and Parliament will have an opportunity 
of seeing and considering these reeula- 
tions. mi 

May I also remind honorable members 


| that this body will take over the adminis- 


tration of pensions. 


sible. 


It will connect, con- 
solidate, and co-ordinate all the activi- 
ties relating 
Thus, honorable members will see 


that there will be very important func- 


tions to perform. 
determined by Ministerial 


scale of benefits. 
of Government policy; but the Govern-— 


There are some things, 


of course, which will 
authority. 
Take, for instance, the matter. of the 


That will be a question 


‘ment having laid down the broad lines of 
its policy, the Commission will be, so far 


as details of 


cerned the final Court. It will be the 


trustee ’of all the moneys issued from 


expenditure. 


time to time. 
collecting them, and for policing their 


Generally, it will be for 


the Commission to see that all the activi- 


ties set up by the Government are faith-_ 
fully and adequately performed. 


. There- 


fore, we ought to be prepared to pay 


“what we must pay to secure such a Com-. 
mission. 


We should get our men first, 


and get the best men, and then wé should - 
be prepared to pay them what we must 
in order to secure them. Consideration 


of the amount of salary, when taken side 


¢ to the soldier, as far as pos-— 


It will be responsible for 


No one has 


rate with the duties to be 


bility of the Commission, namely, | 


€ 


“mum by means of vith. out ae 
pala | | 


necessarily be _ 


administration are con-— 


if their duties are to extend no f u 


does not .suggest that the 
should be empowered to make i ge 


be 


salaries? A first class cleniierighe a 
be appointed to run the affairs of - 
‘ation. 


-ister. 


control ? 


es money, ast 
minor. I hope honorab 
ea therefore, | 
vernment is fully. alive to tk 
of making the right appointm 
that they will be assured at 
time that we shall gravely 
sider the payment of sala 














































Mr. MATHEWS (Mel C 
[2.38].—I differ from honora mem 
who contend that the financial — resp’ 


a sum of £5,000, is too wide. This fa 
has a close connexion with the qu 
of ey If race Conn ; 


as “5 ,000 upon twee own espon: ete y, 
what will be the use of paying them hig 


I do not suggest that th 
mission should have anything to d 
matters of policy, but that it shot : 
given full administrative powers. 
its freedom of action, up to the disb 
ment of £5,000, will not be restri 
Unfortunately, Departments, and 
Ministers, have a bad ‘habit of « 
their financial responsibilities — 
spending more than the authorized maxi 


we are not going to. force ha Conte 
to submit every little project to the 
I repeat that if the powers 0 
Commission are to be almost entirely i 
down, it will be absurd to pay hight sal 
ries. Naturally, the Commi aa 
be bound to work upon the basis 
Government’s policy; but t 

sioners might as well be paid. “£500 


than those of glorified clerks. 
Mr. Poynron.—The honorable mei 


chases gene outside “ 


Mr. 
have always contended that 
Lair should if vent 





Australian Soldiers’ 
ur. TUDOR (Yarra) [2.43]—I asked 
the Minister a little while ago*%what were 
the intentions of the Government in re-- 
spect of “payment of salaries, and, in 
reply, the sum of £1,500 was mentioned. 
I presume that that “would be. the salary 


- 


-Missioners would receive a rather lower 
-sum. Upon examination of, the Esti- 
mates, I note that the Comptroller of Re- 
_ patriation receives £900 per. annum. 
. The extraordinary fact is that two officials 
under the Comptroller, namely, the Prin- 
cipal Medical Officer and the Director of 
Vocational Training, each receive £1,000 
| per annum. 
_ Mr. Pornron.—We could not expect 
_to get a good doctor for a lower salary. 
» Mr. TUDOR.—I do not say so either; 
but what an extraordinary position it 
_-would be if a factory manager were to be 
drawing a lower salary than his foreman. 
Mr. Groom.—In certain administrative 
Departments we must often pay technical 
officers higher salaries than the amount 
received by the head of the Department. 
Mr. Poynton.—I say unhesitatingly 
- that the Comptroller of Repatriation has 
not been paid as much as he should have 
' received. | 
wey Mr. TUDOR.—I quite believe’ that. 
~The Chairman of the Commission should 
at least receive as much as the most 
_ highly paid officer under him. I do not 
know of any such circumstances through- 
out the Commonwealth Service as exist 
in the Repatriation Department to-day. 
- Mr. Poynton.—The same position 
arises in other Departments. We have 
had to secure specialists, but could not 
hope to do so if we were to offer the same 
». seale. of salary as apphes to ordinary 
iy ‘ghte servants. 
_ Mr. TUDOR.—At present the Con- 
eect pilige is responsible to the Minister for 


om the manner in which the Department is_ 


run, yet he has men under him who are 
receiving higher salaries. I have nothing 
_to say as to the ability of. those men.» 
_I believe that the Director of Vocational 
(oa has ven important work to 

Poy. out. 
Mr. Poynton.—He is an officer bor- 
+)! rowed from the New South Wales Govern- 













Wer | Mr. ‘TUDOR. —I believe that he is a 
" very good officer, and it is important that 
Bi ee eaten should employ the very 
nae @ know that when the 
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of the Chairman, and that the other Com- .- 
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menced, the Department employed for 
part of his time the Director of the Mel- 
bourne Working Men’s College, who is a 
very excellent officer, and one who is 
wrapped up in the training of the youth 
of our country. We have to recognise 
that many of our returned nurses, as well 
as the widows and daughters of our sol- 
diers who have lost their lives, are also 
receiving training. 
have more definite information from the 


Minister as to the remuneration to be paid> 


ta the Commissioners. ° 


Mr. FENTON (Maribyrnong) [2.48 |.— 
I understood the Minister for the Navy 
(Sir Joseph Cook) to say that the Re- 
patriation Commissioners would occupy a 
position similar to that of Railways Com- 
missioners. I know sthat the Victorian 
Railways Commissioners can do many 
things without the necessity for-consult- 
ing the Minister, and that they can carry 
on quite a number of operations quite 
independent of parliamentary conirol. 
Of course, so far as the Repatriation 
Commissioners are concerned, very much 
will turn upon what. is_ prescribed. 
The words “‘as is prescribed’? appear 
very frequently in this Bill. If they feel 
so inclined, the Government may, by 
regulation, extend to the Commissioners 
control which Parliament never intended 
they should have. Therefore, I hope that 
every care will be taken in the selection 
of these gentlemen; otherwise, we may 
have cause to regret not limiting their 
powers. 

Mr. Maxwetu.—There cannot be effi- 
cient administration of an Act unless 
wide powers are given to the officials. 

Mr. FENTON.—It all depends upon 
the way in which the powers are pre- 
scribed. Very often Parliament gives 
away too much of the control 14 should 
retain to itself. 

Mr. Roperers.—Sub-clause 1 of clause 
7 limits the powers of the Commission. 

Mr. 
but when the Minister for the Navy (Sir 
Joseph Cook) said that they were to be 
similar to those of Railways Commis- 


sioners, I understood that they were to } 


be very wide indeed. I hope every care 
will be taken in the appointment of these 
gentlemen, and that they will carry out 
their duties faithfully and well. Possibly, 


if they are given exceptional powers, they 


may uproot much that has already been 
done, and initiate a new system. 


T think we ought to- 


FENTON .—To an extent it does; 
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Mr. FRANCIS (Henty) [2.50]. aoe 
would like to have the assurance of the 
Minister and the Government that the 
Commission will be subject to the control 
of the Minister in all matters of policy. 
I believe that it should have the powers 


which the Government seek to give it so_ 


long as every provision is made that those 
powers are administrative only, and 
do not apply to matters of policy, 
more particularly to the establishment of 
a new system of repatriation. In other 
words, I hope that in matters of policy 
nothing can be done without the sanction 
of the Minister. 

Mr. Poynton.—The Commission cannot 
do anything in the matter of policy with- 
out the sanction of the Minister. 

Mr. Groom.—The Commission has no- 
thing but .an advisory power in the 
matter of framing regulations. 

Clause agreed to. 

Clause 10— 

(1) Subject to this Act, the members of the 
Commission first appointed under this Act 


shall hold office for the term of five years, and 
shall be eligible for re-appointment. 


Mr. RODGERS (Wannon) [2. 52] AON fi 
move— 

That in sub-clause 1 the word ‘‘five’’ tke 
left out, with a view to insert in lieu thereof 
the word “* three.” 


- Mr, Porvnron.—How are we to expect 
responsible men to give up the positions 
they occupy for a three years’ appoint- 
ment ? 

Mr. RODGERS My reason for mov- 
ing this amendment is primarily the an- 
nouncement by the Minister for Re- 
patriation in another place that much of 
the work of repatriation has been com- 
‘pleted. Linked up with this work we 
have, as now provided in the Bill, the 
administration of war pensions.  ‘Tech- 
nical and vocational training should all 
be completed in three years’ time. 
Neither the work of land settlement nor 
the administration of the War Service 
Homes Act falls within the province of 
these Commissioners.. ‘They will simply 
be called upon to carry out that branch 

of repatriation work directly undertaken 

by the Commonwealth. If this means 
that at the end of three years, we are to 
have two Pension Departments in <Aus- 
tralia, this Commission administering | 
war pensions, and the Treasury adminis- 
tering invalid and old-age pensions, we 
are again setting up that dual system of 
ae ty to which 80 much objection. has 


ry at 
tA we 
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to limit the term of office fe 
missioners to. ee years: will: 


Noiniiaants The work of f repa 
a matter which has been create 
war, and is of a temporary char: 
hope that we shall not perpetua 

penditure that we can i os oe 


to Tint the grey of the appoin 
the Commissioners. The Minis 
asked me how we can expect men 
their services for such a limite 
That objection will not apply to 
sioners who are selected from memb 
the present Repatriation Staff, : 
gards the gentlemen chosen. fro 
the Service, it will not be so m 
terms of the appointment that will att: 
them. as it will be a desire among 
soldiers themselves to select men w. 
help to unravel their problet 
doubt the soldiers’ organizations 
very brainy men, who will come 
at a salary of £1 ,000 a year to 
solve the pro oblems of. -repatria 
their ‘comrades. In any case, 
ment should show some evidence 
sire to get rid of war expenditur 
needless departments as quickly : 
I want to see the work eff 
carried out for the balance of the 
of repatriation, and if I thoug 
amendment would in any way 
effectiveness of the Commissioner 
tions, I would not move it. 
Mr. Maxwett.—lIs it ne 
any term of office? 
Mr. RODGERS.—1 de 
to 'men drawn from outside 
but in taking a. forecast of 
work, I cannot conceive that 
time there will still be nee 
administration. There may e 
‘of the collection of loans advance 
diers, and there will be the m 
administration of the War h) 
but I abject to the i inanegre 
Department. to deal with a h 
the work which is likely to to out thi 
other activities of repatrigtiolag und y 
means the creation of two Bowe) s : 
partments, and two sets of offi 
.work which one Departme 
haaee eae en tiny 
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on EARLE PAGE (Cowper) [2.59 |.— 
4 have much pleasure in supporting the 
amendment. I might not. have adopted — 
of this attitude if there had been an inver-* 
sion of the order in which the clauses 
appear in the Bill. If, for instance, 


_ elause II, which deals with the powers. 
_. the Commissioners will exercise, could 
have been fully discussed at an earlier 


stage, so that the Committee could have 
had a knowledge of what those powers 
really would be, good reason might have 
been shown for appointing the Commis- 
‘sioners for the full term of five years; 
but as the honorable member for Wannon 
(Mr. Rodgers) has pointed out, the acti- 
vities of the Repatriation: Commission 
may easily be totally unnecessary at the 
end of three years. In deciding this 
issue we have missed the point from the 
very beginning, largely owing to the fact 
that we commenced a process of setting out 
upon a voyage without. any definite plans. 
The Minister for Repatriation in one of 
his early speeches said that he had deter- 
mined to let events shape his course. As 
the result of that policy we find the 
_ States to-day completely 
what, from the financial point of view, is 
the most important part of repatriation. 
I refer to soldier settlement. If there 
_ were any means whereby the Commission 
could supervise land settlement and expe- 
dite the work of the States in that respect, 
I should agree with the Minister that 
more than five years would elapse before 
the activities of the Commission ceased. 
Mr. Burcuery. — But the Common- 
wealth does not control the land. 


Dr. EARLE PAGE. — The Common- 
- wealth, in handing over to the States the 
expenditure of millions of pounds in con- 
-nexion with the settlement of returned 
land, surely ought 
“vl some control over 
_ that expenditure, and the determina- 
~ tion of the rate at which it should 
_ take place. I am the president of a Local 
covering two 


J last. eighteen months have been in active 
control of it. We have had men waiting 
for land for fifteen months, and have 
been unable to obtain. any satisfaction 
from the Returned Soldiers Settlement 
Branch of the Lands Department of New 
South Wales. I do not suppose that we 
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ee 


at least six 
No outside 


has not been trying for 
months to reach finality. 


business concern would have handed over 


131 Ae 


to another body the expenditure of huge 
sums of money without retaining some! 


control over it, and being represented by 
officers to expedite the work and to see 
that the men got a fair deal. The posi- 
tion is that men come back, anxious to go 
on the land, and keenly desirous of mak- 
ing homes for themselves. Unfortu- 
nately, owing to delay in dealing with 
their applications they have, month after 
month, to lounge about street corners or 
over hotel bars. Their applications are 
approved by the local authorities—by the 
Local Repatriation Committees and by 
the local valuers—yet they cannot reach 


finality. 
Mr. Roperrs. — And méantime the 
Commonwealth “is paying sustenance 
money. 


Dr. EARLE PAGE.—All the time. 

Mr. Fremine.—Does not the trouble 
arise from the fact that the States will 
not hand over their land ?: 

Dr, EARLE PAGE.—That may be so. 
At the inception of the repatriation 
movement, I put before the then Premier 
of New South Wales (Mr. Holman), 
who in January of last year transmitted 
it to the Commonwealth Government, a 
proposition such as that advocated by the 
Empire Resources Development Commis- 
sion in connexion witk the extinction of 
the war debt of England, which would 
have enabled the Commonwealth, by the 
simple process of resumption, to secure 
control of a certain area of land. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. — Order! The 
honorable member is now going beyond 
the question before the Chair. 

Dr. EARLE PAGE.—I am dealing 
with the question of whether the appoint- 
ment of the Commission should be for 
three or five years. If the Commission 
could deal with the establishment of in- 
dustries there might also be some reason 
for a five years appointment. Almost 
every day we read in the press of de- 
mands by farmers and others for the es- 
tablishment of woollen mills and flour 
mills on a co-operative basis, and of ap- 
peals for assistance made by them -to the 
Minister for Repatriation. Is this Com- 
mission to have anything to do with such 
propositions? I should like, even at this 
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/ late hour, to suggest that the money to 
be expended on repatriation has not yet 
been eaten into to such an extent as to 
prevent the adoption of a comprehensive 
Aa and complete system of repatriation in 
“ eertain parts of Australia which would 
enable the members of the Commission to 
hold office with satisfaction and credit to 
the country, not for five years, but for 
the whole of their lives. The money so 
far expended on repatriation has been 
distributed, with good intentions, some- 


times wisely and sometimes unwisely; but 


it is not going to be of any permanent 
benefit to the soldiers who have been as- 
sisted. 

Mr. 


system. 


Dr. EARLE PAGE.—Absolutely. I 
would urge now, as I suggested some time 
ago to the Government of New South 
Wales, and later on to the Government of 
the Commonwealth, the adoption of a de- 
finte comprehensive scheme that would 
permit of the settlement of 50,000 or 


Maxwetu.—Because of want of 


75,000 soldiers in an area where ‘already. 


there are a certain number of homesteads, 
so that it would not be completely given 
over to soldier settlement. There occur 
to me immediately two suitable areas. 


One is in the Clarence and Richmond 


Rivers district, while another is: in the 
southern part of New South Wales and 
the northern part of Victoria. 
would lend itself fo such a proposition. 
In both cases power plant could be in- 
stalled by harnessing water very cheaply. 
Kighty per cent. of the area’ con- 
sists of Crown lands, so that there ought 
not to be much trouble about its resump- 
* tion. 
we should be able to establish not merely 
settlements of returned soldiers, but 
secondary industries 





The CHAIRMAN.—I eee again ae 


the honorable, member to Goat himself 
to the question before the Chair. 


Dr, EARLE PAGE.1 shall 6upport 


the amendment moved. by the honorable 
member for Wannon. 


Mr. RILEY (South Sydney) [3.8].—I 

am pleased that the honorable member 
for Wannon (Mr. 
mitted this amendment, and that at least 
one member of the” Country party has 
~ promised to support it. It is a fair and 
reasonable proposition, and, I think, will 


(REPRESENTATIVES. i 
meek with de support. OF oat mem 


#up of new administrative “ machinery. : 


Each 


‘Treasury at the present time. 
If-a power scheme were developed, 


Rodgers) has sub- | 


Al ety hee ee’ 
‘ salty 


‘We must n t forg 


of the Opposition. | 
eiaae 


that this clause provides for the 








The Commission, under the amendment, _ 
will have three years to demonstrate | ato: 
tness for the work; and at the end of — 
that time, if it has proved its u 'ulness, Me 
there can be no doubt that whatever Gon, Wye 
vernment is in power will re-appoint. vik 


fora sages term. This House 1 1s elected . ic 





mies the sient inialeah is a content ‘pro- ee i 
vision to make. If it be agreed to, we 
shall be able later on to negative the 
clauses providing for the aii sce eh 
of the war pensions scheme by the ry 
patriation Department. The Invalid 
and Old-age Pensions Ereiel “he the 
Treasury is undoubtedly the best in the 
Commonwealth, and it should not be 
superseded by an outside body 1 in the rick 
ministration of war pensions. : 


Mr. RICHARD FOSTER (Wakefield) 
[3.11].—I shall support the amendment, 
since I am just as doubtful as I was pre- 
viously as to the wisdom of appointing ea | 
Commission, Its success or otherwise 
must depend upon the developments of Pas, 
the immediate future. There are three | 
sections ef repatriation work. In th 
first place, we have vocational training, 
which, under ordinary conditions, should 
come to an end some five years hence 
Then we have the war pensions sectio 
and finally the section dealing» with th 
building of homes. It is very doubtful 
whether the war pensions system could 
be better administered than it is_ by t 
We are 
not likely to have in the Repatriati 
Department men who will give great 
satisfaction than have the Treasury of! 
cers who have been bik with the dag 








































up to date, 

Sir Josurx Coox.—The medio 
vice side of the Department will ext 
over far more than five years. 


Mr. 
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RICHARD FOSTER. er 


eal ide! } en 
Sir Josrpn Coox.—I Hank 50. ap 
Mr. RICHARD FOSTER. — a 
agree with the right. honorable gent 
man. The medical side will not be di 
cult to handle. My trouble is in n 2088 
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: Mio" like hones construction branch of the 
‘ _ Department, ‘in connexion with which we 
need to have men of splendid qualifica- 
ee tions: The Department has made up its 
mind that in Victoria it cam do this work 
Be eisre effectively and more cheaply itself 
than by letting contracts. I am not in.a 
position at the present moment to show 
that*that is so; but I remind the Minister 
that things may change considerably. 
Under the present abnormal conditions, 
_ the Government may be justified in the 
 ¢ourse that it is taking in Victoria, but 
_ three or four years hence things may be 
_ very different. In South Australia, 500 
- homes have now been completed, and con- 
tracts have been let for another 500. I 
~~ ask the Minister to send one of his officers 
_ ,to see what is being done there under the 
-eontract system. If he does so, it will be 
found that the houses are cheaper and 
_ better built than those that are being put 
up in Victoria. The ceilings, instead of 
being 9 feet high; are nearer 12 feet. 

_ The CHAIRMAN.—The honorable 
member is now going beyond the amend- 
“ment. a 

a Mr. RICHARD FOSTER—I know 
| what the report- will be if the Govern- - 
ment sends a competent officer to South 
_ Australia. If the work is to be done by 
the Department, the best and most effi- 
a client administrator is needed to. super- 
vise it, and such a man cannot be got for 
Tee AG 500. ~Indeed, we could afford to pay 
‘Ep eal 25.0 000 for the right, mans... [ask 
the Minister whether the Commission is 
not to be responsible for this work ? 
Mr, Pornron.—No. 
Mr. RICHARD FOSTER.—Then 





‘e years. 

Mr. HECTOR LAMOND (Illawarra) 
_ __—‘[3.18].—I am in favourof theamendment. 
_* At the eommencement of the repatriation 
___ activities, 1 urged the Minister to adopt 
mee the system which he is now adopting; but 
it seems to me to be rather late in the day 
ae to make these new proposals. The foun- 


dation work of repatriation has now been 
Fiescticatty finished, and it has been car- 





ee ey ried out, so far as the Central Adminis- 
De _ tration is concerned, by the Minister and 


i his principal officer, who has been drawing 
Bo a salary of only £900 a ee ‘\ Now it is 
chiefly the finishing work that remains; 

_, yet for.that is proposed the appointment 
i % , of a Comm’ssion, consisting of a chairman, 
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ae the term three wears, ‘instead of five 


to receive ey a year, and two others 
at £1,000 a year each; so that we shall be 
paying £3,500 for routine and supervisory 
work, which, as every one knows, is much 
easier ‘than the laying down of founda- 
tional principles. 

Mr. Pornron.—We have Commis- 
sioners now, and the new Commissioners 
will take their place. 

Mr. HECTOR LAMOND.—The pre- 
sent Commissioners ‘are honorary, and we 
have to pay ‘only their expenses. 

Mr. McDonatp.—There will still be 
the extra Minister for Repatriation. 

Mr. HECTOR LAMOND.—He will 
be needed for the present. My objection 
is that we are setting up quite unneces- 
sarily a costly Department for which 
there is not sufficient work. Senator Muil- 
len has said over and over again in publie 
that the business of getting the men back 
to their civil occupations is practically 
finished, and even if he had not said it, 
we ourselves would know that to- day there 
are comparatively few of the 300,000 
soldiers who returned who are still looking 
for employment. Only some 25,000 men 
still remain to be repatriated. Yet it is 
‘at this stage that we are asked to autho- 
rize a very costly new system. Senator 
Miller, and his officials have earned the 
thanks of the community for the efficient 
manner in which they have carried out 
the difficult work of organizing the Re- 
patriation- Department. The difficulties 
of that work have been nearly surmounted, 
and what now remains to be done is 
merely the amending of regulations, the 
extension of benefits, and mere routine 
work that does not call for the great 
capacity for organization that was needed 
in the early stages of repatriation. There- 
fore it seems to me that the proposal of 
the Returned Soldiers Association, which 
is what we are now consider ing—because 
I am suré that if the Cabinet, unshackled 
by promises, could look only at the work 
of repatriation in its present stage, this 
proposal would, not be before Parlia- 
ment- 

Mr. Corser.—The honorable member 
should go to Queensland. 

Mr. HECTOR LAMOND.—The repre- 
sentatives of each State must speak for 
that State. My experience is that the 
greatest complaints in respect of repatria- 
tion concern land administration. At the 
beginning, when I urged that if we found 
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money for land settlement, we should con- 
trol the spending of it, or at least have a 
Voice i in its expenditure, we were told that 
the States owned the land, and that they 
must be allowed to carry out that work. 
But it is the Commonwealth that is now 
getting the blame for inefficient land set- 
tlement administration, and it is. the 
soldiers who are suffering from it. There 
is, however, nothing in the Bill to arm the 
Commissioners with power to interfere. 
If there were, there might be some justifi- 
cation fortheir appointment. I see no jus- 
tification for the expenditure contemplated 
in the Bill, which is to extend over a period 
of five years. Personally, I do not think 


that there will be work for the Commis- 


sioners for a period of three years, unless 
the payment of pensions is handed over to 
them as an excuse for the continuance of 
their office. The pensions work is now 
being done efficiently; fewer complaints 
come to us in regard to the Pensions Ve- 
partment than in regard to any other. But 


now, after probably 75 per cent. of the 


pensions work has been done, we are asked 
to create a new staff to take over duties 
that are now being performed efficiently 
by other officers. That is not economical, 
and the change is not warranted by the 
facts of the case. No reason has been 
given why the present pensions arrange- 
ments should be disturbed in order to find 
work for these Commissioners, who other- 
wise will have very little to do. Person- 
ally, I. am prepared to vote for a three 
years’ term, in order that the Government 
may keep the promises made at the elec- 


tion, and to the Returned Soldiers League, 


but I am not prepared at the present time 
to go beyod that. 

Mr. POYNTON (Grey—Minister for 
Home and Territories) [3.23].—It seems 
to me that the numbers are up, and there- 
fore I must with great reluctance accept 
the amendment, though it will materially 
limit our selection. Still, I do not. wish 
to prolong discussion when honorable 
members have made up their minds. Il 

wish I could take as sanguine a view as 
those who say that we are in sight of the 
end, I have pointed out that, in regard to 
finding employment, we are nearing the 
end; but there is much other work for the 
Commission to do on behalf of the re- 
turned, soldiers. I have had as much to do 
with repatriation as any member. 

Mr. Tupor.—More. 
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Mr. POYN TON. “To eu that me vi 


thing is satisfactory in “the Pensions 
Branch surprises me. ? aa 


Mr.° Rivey—Thatiis the case in “New 
South Wales. ¥ 
Mr. POYNTON.—It is connie 


that, at present, 


three different roofs, 


information respecting 
pensions has to be sought under two or 
and that. the war — 
pensions administration is on different 






lines from those followed in regard ¢o old- yi 


age and invalid pensions. 


Mr. Hxcror Lamonp.—It is my experi- 
ence that pension matters are dealt with 


more promptly, and _ finalized more 
quickly, than any others. | 


Mr. Tupor—That is the ee in ‘3 


Victoria, too. 


Mr. POYNTON.—That shay be 5 8B, 


cause it 1s often easier to deal with a pen- 


sion application than with some other ap- 


plications that may be made on behalf of 


a returned soldier. 


I do not wish to speak a 


on the land question, because it is not 


dealt with in the Bill. 


T think thal dee 


amendment is carried, we shall, at the end = 
of three years, have to bes es Ae, 


Commission. 


Mr. TUDOR (Yarra) [3.97].—When I 


first saw the Bill, I was inclined to think 


the provision for a five years’ term a fair 


one. 


Mr. Hxrcror Lamonp.—No. 
promises made at the elections. 
Mr. TUDOR.—To _ the 
Soldiers League. 

Mr. Hucror Lamonp,—I said, 
at the elections.”’ 


proposals of the Returned Soldiers a 
League. RUD 
Mr. TUDOR.—I have never, since i Boe 


have been a member of this House , made | 
a private promise to any organization, ens: 

honorable member for Illawarra 
stated that if the Cabinet considered this 
matter untrammelled by the promises it 
made to the Returned Soldiers League, we __ 


The 


should have a different Bill. 


Mr. Hector Lamonp.—lI said “ made ee ah 


the elections.” f 
Mr. TUDOR.—To the 
Soldiers League. 


I was surprised to learn by the 
speech of the honorable member for Ila- 
warra (Mr. Hector Lamond) that this) 
Bill is the result of promises made by 
Cabinet to the Returned Soldiers League. Wane 
T\seac, 


Returned © ‘i 
(4 made fy ud 


The Government, dur- — 
ing the election campaign, accepted the — 
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ope, Mir. Heel: Hiraes —No. The pro- 
mise to accept the scheme of the Returned 
Soldiers League, made to évery one who 
would vote for the Government. 

' Mr. TUDOR.—If the honorable mem- 
foe wishes to alter his statement, I am 
ae to accept the alteration. 










Vir. Hector Lamonp.—lI do not wish 
ny aa alter it. The Hansard record will be 
correct, 


ey avy. TUDOR —1 do not suggest that the 
3 honorable member would alter the Han- 
aye sard record of a statement definitely made. 
ha is ines have no intention of delaying the Bill, 
and later I shall be prepared to move an 
i amendment leaving the administration of 
oo as it is to-day. I congratulate 
‘the honorable member for Wannon on 
the victory he has obtained, and I hope 
- that on subsequent clauses also the Min- 
ister will be found in a better frame of 
Ped: so that this Bill may be made as 
perfect as posstble before it leaves this 


* ine 


Amendment agreed to. 












Be ce ea as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 11— 

eae wus Ciety: The Commission may exercise such 
_-~-~«*~powers, and shall perform such duties, as are 
-)~» eonferred ape it by this Act or as’ are pre- 
ee ah seribed Cena ye 

it alr, _ TUDOR (Yarra) [3.33], pat 
ca. ti “move—_ 


That the words “or as are preseribed AUD 
i ‘sub: clause 1 be struck out. 













Tf the dmendment “is ae the Com- 
mission will be able to exercise 
_ powers and perform such duties as are 
conferred upon it by this Act. That 
; _ authority i is wide enough. 

Mr. Ricuarp Fosrrr.—The sub-clause 
fie at present worded is most dangerous. 
Tt would allow the operations of the Com- 
mission to. exceed the provisions of this 
: asure. 

TUDOR— —That would ‘be a 
The Ee 


ir 1 ‘Poynron.—I cannot recollect that 
in any Bill introduced by a Labour 
cea they ever tied themselves in 
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to which I am taking exception. Of 
course in most measures there is the usual 
clause empowering the Governor-General 
to make regulations consistent with the 
Act; that is quite right, but the powers 
proposed to be given by this sub-clause 
are far too wide. The words “or as are 
prescribed” would enable the Commission — 
to do anything; it could construct a rail- 
way from Oodnadatta to Port Darwin 
under the authority of the Repatriation 
Act. | 

Mr. WEST (East Sydney) [3.35].— 
The caution which the Committee has 
received from the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion should be seriously considered. The 
words which he has proposed to strike 
out would give to the Commission powers 
which no honorable member would be 
agreeable to give. We all know that regu- 
lations by the bucketful can be issued so 
long as they comply with the Act; the 
Privy Council decided in a Queensland 
ease that the Executive may issue any 
regulation that does not exceed the powers 

conferred by the Act. The Committee 
should be careful to not insert in the 
Bill a power that may not be in accord- 
ance with the wish of the Parliament. 
The Commissioners would not be infal- 
lible, and we should beware of giving 
them unlimited authority. Unfortunately, 
during the last few years there have been 
too many Commissions and regulations, 
and Parliament has been ignored. The 
amendment represents a wise precaution. 

Mr. GROOM (Darling Downs—Minis- 
ter for Works and Railways) [3.40].— 
The Committee need to have no fear of 
the wording of the sub-clause. The words 
to which exception has been taken are 
essential in order to give a certain elas- 
ticity in the carrying out of the general 
purposes of the Act. 

Mr. Ricwarp »Foster.—Will this sub- 
clause enable the Executive to pass regu- 
lations that are not 3 in conformity with the 
Act? 

Mr. GROOM.—All the veeulae 
must be in conformity with the Act. 
“ Prescribed” is a technical term, and is 
defined by the Acts Interpretation Act 
of 1904 as meaning “prescribed by the 


. Act or by the regulations under the Act.” . 
The Commission will have the powers — 
which are already expressly contained in 


the Act. Only a limited number of 


y 
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‘ powers are ripenieed as being vested par- 
ticularly in the Commission 5 “for. instance, 
the Commission has power to make re- 
commendations to the Governor-General 
in Council. The Executive must be re- 
sponsible for everything that is done 
by regulation, We have 
that the Commission shall, subject “* to 
the control of the Miunister,’’ be 
charged with the administration of 
the Act. The idea is to vest in one 
body many powers which 
are scattered through various Depart- 
ments, 
one authority all matters relating to ad- 
ministration, but always subject to Minis- 
‘terial control. The powers of the Com- 
mission will be those set out in the Bill, 
and such others as may be prescribed. 
They will be mostly in connexion with 
administration. P 
Sir Roserrt Brest.—This is aay allow- 


ing the Executive to prescribe powers. 


within the terms of the Act. 
Mr. GROOM.—Exactly. It is essen- 
tial in administration to have some 


elasticity, or otherwise we may find our-. 


selves at a “dead end.” For instance, 
in the Census Act it is provided that the 
Governor-General may appoint a statis- 
tician who shall have such powers, and 
perform such’ duties, as are conferred 
upon him by regulation. 

Mr. Tupor. But this Bill goes much 

further. 

Mr. Ritey. “The Statistician has not 
‘the spending power of the Commission. 

Mr. GROOM.—Because the Statis- 
‘tician is in an entirely different position. 
However, the words ‘‘such as are pre- 
scribed’’ mean only such regulations as 
are made in accordance with the Bill. 

Sir Rosert Bresr—The Bill is the 
very source of the power. : 

Mr. GROOM.—We cannot go beyond 
the Bill, and it would be a mistake, in 
the interests of the Department, and of 
the soldiers themselves, if we were to 
take away this essential elasticity. 

Mr. MARR (Parkes) [3.47].—I  op- 
pose the amendment because, after hear- 
ing the Minister for Works and Rail- 
ways (Mr. Groom), I think it necessary 
that the words should be retained. As 
to the powers of the Commission, I should 
‘like to give some illustrations ‘of where 


improvements could.be made in adminis- 


tration. th the case. of the’ soldier 


provided. 


at present _ 


We are endeavouring to vest in, 


That speaks volumes for the effici 
training, and no doubt does muc 





































oetan area, oe gla BS 
merit make available to the Ss 


equal to £625 for improvements 
men are not allowed. ‘to 
money as they like. The 
the particular class of farming 
ments which they think ube 
civilian settlers on the same area, 
the same grant from the State. 
ment may “purchase their ‘imple ; 
discretion. Then, again, as we 
men who intend to get married ar 
a furniture grant, but those who g 
the land, and are also desirous of get 
married, have. to purchase the furni 
out of the SOO5 Noe rt ng 
Mr. Tupor.—The men in a wn 
given only £35 for furniture. 
Mr. MARR.—That would foe 
sistance in the country, too. | 
Mr. Tupor.—Much - furniture © 
be purchased for that amount now. — 
Mr. MARR.—That is so; but ¢ m 
‘amount is better than See | 
source of complaint is that dif 
of sustenance allowance are paid in t 
and in country. In the country 0: 
small amount is allowed, on the 
ciple, I believe, that the men who 
it are not so fn under the supe 
of the officials as are the men in th 
The absence of Local. Committee 
supervise these men: is no -Teason 
they should not be paid the same 
“as are the men in the city. I can 
out what the Leader of the Op 
~~ Tudor) has ‘said in ureaas 













soldier ay has been te 


hin 


wi 


overcome the difficulty of the sho 
labour. 0 me 

Mr, LAZZARINI- (Werriwa)- BY 
Despite the explanation of the Mir 


for Works and Railways — (Mr, 
I must i support aoe rie et 

































be ny ee ae very bee, ds ie ye 
é Lene Government 


an too much eee under clauses 
> oo ae them to Hiei regula- 


to say that, under this clause, the Com- 
mission. will go much further in its activi- 
a “The repatriation scheme extends 
nto’ many. branches of our national life, 

and as the Leader of the Opposition 
~ (Mr. Tudor) -has said, the Commission, 
under the powers proposed, might even 
build a railway, seeing that they have to 
~ find employment. It.is absolutely neces- 
“sary that the Commission should be re- 
ricted within the four corners of the 


r Peet for its purposes, the Govern- 
ment can come to Parliament and seek 
mendment. | i chs 


& 


Mr. FLEMING (Robertson) [8.56]. — 


"propose to accept the amendment, 
T hope it will be rejected by a large 
ority. of the Committee. The ten- 
ney. this. afternoon is altogether to re- 
rict. too much the powers and authority 
en by the Bill. There must be a cer- 
n amount of elasticity in all Acts of 
iament, and we have been told by a 
‘al member of the Government that 
west thing can be done by the ‘Commission 
outside the four corners of the Bill. 
_ Under the circumstances, I see no reason 
yr any fear, and, moreover, I regard 
8 one’ of ia. chief allitses in the 
a am glad’ to see that the Govern- 


“the ae of the uit tie in con- 
with repatriation. | 
, I regret that the Government 
not gone much further, and dealt 
- definitely with ‘the land settle- 
phase. Until land settlement is 
ght directly under the control of the 


same time, L protest: against any 
on of the powers of the Comimis- 





oo (Mr. Broo) has told. us, tees 


ties: than, perhaps, we are prepared to 


If anything, 


uissioners we shall continue to have 


. rf 
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Riel under the Bill. The whole 
measure is an enlargement of the func- 
tions of repatriation; it is a broadening 
of the scope-and benefits to the men who 
are to receive their just reward, and ai 
hope nothing will be done in the way of 
restricting the administration. a 
Progress reported. , 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
Witiiamstown Sxuiesurinpine Yarp. 
Motion (by Mr. Huexus) Proposed - 
That the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. MATHEWS (Melbourne Pag 
[4.0].—Rumours are- being circulated 
in my district with respect to the ship- 
building yard at Williamstown. We 
have been told that the firm of Viekers 
has made an offer to purchase the estab- 
lishment, thus doing away with Govern- 
ment control. Also it has been stated 


that Thompson and Company Proprietary 


Limited, of Castlemaine, intend to 
purchase the Williamstown yard. My 
constituents feel that they would be ‘far 
better off if the Government were to con- — 
tinue shipbuilding activities. There is 
also the announcement of the Government 
with respect to the 12,000-ton ships, none 
of which is to be built in Victoria. It 
has been stated that Williamstown is not 


‘fitted for the construction of such large 


vessels, but experts have assured me that 
ships of much greater dimension than 
have so far been constructed there could 
be successfully built and launched. Can 
the Government furnish an assurance of 
their intention to continue the shipbuild- 
ing industry in my electorate, and to do 
so more extensively rather than cut 


down activities ? ° 


Mr. POYNTON (Grey—Muinister for 
Home and Territories) [4.4].—There are 
only two yards in Australia under pre- 
sent conditions capable of building the 
larger type of ship indicated. Those — 
are at Walsh Island and at Cockatoo — 
Island, - It does not follow, aes 
that ewer ships than have hitherto beer 
constructed, cannot be built and jaunehee 
at Williamstown.. I have ‘been assured 
that for a limited expenditure an 8,000- 
ton vessel could be turned. out at Wil- 
liamstown. It has been officially, con- 
sidered that the Williamstown yard could — 


‘be fully utilized for the building of the 


pia ee types of vessel, and that the ote ‘i 


Sh 








Ards: ech are Se ie turning out 
he bigger ships, should be devoted to tha 


indicited by the honorable member, the 


will consider the matter. 


very serious position. What an outery 
would be raised-in any of the States if, 


for example, an announcement were made 


respecting offers for the private purchase 





_ one thing in the world which trade and. 
 eommerce requires, it is the construction 
of more ships. What will become-of the. 
~ Williamstown industry if the Govern- 


- ment hand it over to, private interests? 





- Surely Parliament will be given an Op- 
_ portunity of considering the proposition 
before anything drastic is done. We 


have been informed only recently that. 


build as cheaply in other parts of the 
world as Government employees have 


been able to do here. The ships con- 


‘ structed in America, and which a Com- 


iA ~ 


urpose. With respect to the rumours private Bante ee 
Cael | 
_ Prime Minister has just handed me a 

note, upon reading which I understand” 
that an offer has been inade for the Wil-_ 


liamstown yard. I take it that. Cabinet i 
accepting and paying for th 
Mr. TUDOR (Yarra) [4.7].—This is a> - 


orahe: railway workshops. | If there is note. I find that the me 


‘effect that no offer has been r 


consulted Parliament before. t 


/ nite action, — 9 aoe 
private enterprise has not been able to ; if 































He they a a ore 


Mr. TUDOR. at believe” ha 
case. : 


Mr. Poynton. fy desire. 





a hasty ones of. the. ‘Pea 


the purchase of the Williamst 
Honorable members, no dor 

relieved. No departure 
from the Government’s. pr 
there. If an offer of such a natur 
come to hand the Government woul 


Mr, TUDOR. ae am nee 2 
that. 


a 


House adjourned at 49 Pp. dy: Hy 
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